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Che Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, JUNE 30, 1866. 
—_—p>—— 


THE LONG-THREATENED fight between the City and 
the unsworn brokers, to which we have before adverted,* 
seems to have ended prematurely. We read in a con- 
temporary that, at a recent meeting of the Court of 
Aldermen, 

The City Solicitor reported to the Court that since their 
last meeting Mr. Cunningham Borthwick, whose application 
to be admitted as a broker of the city of London without 
finding the usual sureties was reported a short time back, 
and refused by this Court, had made an application‘ to the 
Court of Queen’s Bench for a mandamus to compel the 
Court to admit him, and that the application had been 
unanimously refused by that Court. 

And we have been informed that since the rights of 
the corporation in this matter have thus been recognised 
by the Court of Queen’s Bench, a great many persons 
who have been long contesting the claim of the City, 
have come to the Court of Aldermen, and got themselves 


regularly admitted. - 


THE NUMEROUS COMPLAINTS which from time to time 
have been made of the mode of summoning special jury- 
men, and of the non-attendance of those who have been 
summoned, have failed to call the attention of the Legis- 
lature to the inefficiency of the.present system. In the 
Court of Queen’s Bench on the 18th inst., when a cer- 
tain cause came on to be heard, only two special jurymen 
answered to their names, and as neither party prayed 
a tales, the record was withdrawn, and ‘the matters in 
difference referred to Mr.George Denman, Q.C. The ex- 
pense of a reference, after full preparation for a trial, is 
no small consideration, and there ought to be some 
machinery provided whereby suitors may be saved from 
the costly alternative of a reference or a second prepara- 
tion for trial. It is, however, not only the suitors who 
suffer by reason of the inefficiency of the present system, 
but the special jurors themselves who do attend have 
more work imposed upon them than fairly comes to their 
share. Some time agot we called: attention to an asso- 
ciation formed for the purpose of relieving special jurors 
from the penalties of non-attendance when summoned. 
Whether or no the existence of this association has any 
connection with the fact that some special jurors are 
served with two or more summonses at the same time, 
and these even for different courts, while some ap- 
pear never to be called on to serve at all, we are 
not prepared to assert, nor do we care to inquire; there 
is the fact, and the remedy is urgently needed. A 
better plan than that at present in vogue would be 
to pay every special juror summoned, a small sum, 
say half-a-guinea, for his attendance, whether called to 
serve or not, over and above his fee in case of his being 
actually sworn on the jury, and at the same time to impose 
a heavy fine, say £10, for non-attendance (except, of course, 
in case of illness or other unavoidable cause). Suppose then 
twenty jurors were summoned on each case, the certainty 
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of the fine would insure the attendance of a large 
majority of these; those attending would receive some- 

thing towards making up their loss of time, and those 
who did the actual work might be properly remunerated. 

Then, again, there should be no such sharp work as 
service of a summons on Saturday night at eight o’clock 

for attendance on Monday morning. It is not surprising 
that a gentleman so summoned will probably not attend. 
There should be an interval of at least forty-eight hours 
between the service and the return of the summons, and 
any less period of service should be a valid excuse for 
non-attendance. If gentlemen whose names are on the 
special jury list will not recognise the duty they owe to 
society it becomes incumbent on Parliament to provide 
the means for the administration of justice according to 
the laws, and that in the manner which will be most 
effective consistently with moderate cost. 

Upon this subject we desire to call attention to a 
valuable suggestion made about a twelvemonth since by 
Mr. Erle, associate of the Court of Common Pleas, which 
has not, we think, received that public attention whi 
it deserves. : 

The learned gentleman shows, in his pamphlet on this 
subject, 1st, that the present system causes the maximum 
of inconvenience to jurors; 2ndly, that it is very disad- 
vantageous to suitors; and 3rdly,that is very unsatisfactory 
to all concerned either in the conduct of litigation or the 
administration of justice. His proposal for a remedy we 
give in his own words:— 

The alterations required in the system are, it is submitted, 
as follows :— 

Whether or no the practice of dividing jurors into two 
separate classes should be altered or confirmed by legislative 
authority, the special jury panels summoned should be 
general, to serve for a certain number of days, and not for 
one particular cause only. It would appear also that com- 
mon jurors may justly claim the relief of shortened periods of 
service. The list of persons liable to serve as jurors should 
be carefully corrected from time to time. 

In whatever way a general panel may be struck, it should 
be carefully revised, so as to ascertain that it will actually 
produce a sufficient supply of jurors, while the useless trouble 
and expense of summoning persons who are certain to be 
excused is avoided. Care should also be taken to inflict no 
unnecessary inconvenience on jurors. For example, more 
than one member of a firm should not be salieten for the 
same period of service. Some system should also be adopted, 
under which the whole body of persons qualified as jurors 
may take the duty in turn. A corrected panel of a sufficient 
number of names should be made up, and the list published 
some time before the sittings, so as to enable those nominated 
on it to make provision for their absence from business. . The 
jurors on a general panel would enjoy the advantage, which 
they do not now possess, of being able to arrange among 
themselves for the temporary absences of individuals of their 
body for unforseen exigencies, a proportion of their number, 
sufficient for the purposes of the Court, remaining always in 
attendance. Theapplications, now so constant, to theofficers 
of the courts for remission from service on the ground of 
urgent private business, could not, under circumstances of 
attendance thus altered, be made. And no exemptions, such 
as that of over-age, which could have been claimed at the 
Sheriff’s office, should afterwards be recognised at the courts. 
An effective panel having been thus obtained, and having 
served for some fixed period, the persons on it should be en- 
titled to receive from the associate certificates protecting 
them from being called upon again for a certain time, or 
until after the discharge of similar duty by all the other 
persons on the same jury list. Although it can scarcely, 
perhaps, be expected that to serve as a juror can ever be 
regarded as a privilege, still it is certain that the duty might, 
under proper arrangements, be rendered far less onerous than 
it now is, to as to be acquiesced in without irritation or com- 
plaint. 





THE SUBJECT OF MARTIAL LAW, as allowed by the law 
of England in time of rebellion, has been treated by Mr. 
W. F. Finlason (one of the authors of Foster and Finlason’s 
Reports) with special reference to the Jamaica case. 
This treatise, which is, we believe, at this moment in- 
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complete, discusses the general question at considerable 
length, and it also furnishes, in a compact and useful 
shape, the substance of the evidence taken by the com- 
missioners in Jamaica. The author’s view, as stated in 
his preface, is “ that rebellion is a state of war, wherein 
subjects throw off their allegiance, and justly lose the 
benefit of that common law which they by their own 
acts disturb; that this state of war suspends the opera- 
tion of the common law as regards all measures taken 
under military order and authority in carrying out 
martial law; and that, as against those who have caused 
it, the state of war is deemed to have commenced when 
they began the rebellion.” This quotation has been made 
from the proof-sheets of a portion of Mr. Finlason’s work 
which have been submitted to us. The author appears 
to have expended much learning and labour upon his 
treatise, which is likely to provoke controversy. We 
shall hope, when the book is complete, to find an oppor- 
tunity of considering the constitutional and legal ques- 
tions raised by it. At the present time it will probably 
serve as a convenient substitute for a ponderous blue- 
book. 





CORPORATE MISREPRESENTATION.—IV. 


We have already seen in what position decided cases 
have left the individual who has purchased shares in a 
company in consequence of misrepresentation in reports ; 
we shall now proceed to offer our own considerations 
upon the question. 

Lord Chelmsford, as we have seen, held, in Wicol’s 
case, 7 W. R, 217, the view that in no case ought mis- 
representations to free the purchaser from his purchase, 
and in Conybeare’s case, 10 W. R. 305, it was evident 
that his Lordship, though shaken as to the main ques- 
tion, still held to his former opinion as to all cases in 
which the misrepresentations were contained in docu- 
ments addressed ostensibly to the shareholders. The 
opinion is, as we have seen, controverted by Lord 
Westbury in the latter case, and also opposed to the 
views of the present Lord Chancellor, but it is an 
opinion upon which considerable stress is laid by those 
who advocate holding the duped purchaser to his con- 
tract, and we shall therefore briefly notice his Lordship’s 
arguments in support. 

As far as they are addressed to this particular class of 
misrepresentations, they are as follows:—His Lordship 
takes, for the sake of argument, the case before the Court 
of a banking company under 7 & 8 Vict. c. 113, by which 
Act the deed of partnership is required to contain inter 
alia @ provision for the management of the company by 
the directors, and continues—“In other words, the 
powers and authorities to be exercised by the governing 
body are to be limited and defined by the deed; and it is 
further required by the Act ‘that the deed shall contain 
@ provision for the yearly communication of the audi- 
tors’ report, and of a balance-sheet, and profit and loss 
account to every shareholder.’ The object of this course 
being that each shareholder may be made acquainted 
with the affairs of the bank. Every person therefore 
dealing with the directors, or acting upon any state- 
ments which they may publish, has notice by the Act of 
Parliament that they possess only a restricted and 
limited authority, the extent of whicb, by proper inquiry, 
may be ascertained. He would know with respect to 
reports of the directors and balance-sheets that they were 
only for the information of the shareholders, and that if 
directors publish them to the world they are thereby doing 
an act which cannot be an exercise of the powers conferred 
upon them, but that they are exceeding the limits of their 
duty.” 

Now this argument appears to us to consist simply in 
assuming the point to be proved, Any person who con- 
sulted both the Act and the deed of settlement would 
find nothing in either of them precluding the directors 
from publishing such documents; on the contrary such 
publishing is an exercise of, aud within the scope of the 








directors’ powers, ineither way in which we choose to re. 
gard it,and there are two;—first, as a simple advertisement 
of the company addressed to the public; second, as g 
selection by the directors of this particular mode of com- 
municating with the shareholders, 

On the first head, advertising and puffing the com- 
pany are surely, if anything can be, the province of itg 
managers; and if the managers in the exercise of thig 
portion of their vocation promulgate statements which 
are untrue, it cannot be denied that, following out the 
general principle, which we have already shown is now 
fully established and acted on by the Courts, these state- 
ments are those of the company, and purchases induced 
by them are voidable at the option of the purchasers, 
We ask, then, what difference can it possibly make that 
those statements are made by quoting to the public a re- 
port already made to and confined by the company ? 
Puffing is within the scope of the directors’ duty. On the 
general misrepresentation principle, therefore, if they had 
done so by making, in another form, statements identical 
in value with those of the report, the company would 
have been bound; and we say that they cannot be less 
so because the puffing statement is in the form of a 
verbatim copy of the report. 

In many cases, however, the advertisements of the re- 
ports are headed with some title addressing the share- 
holders only, and here we may incidentally remark with 
Vice-Chancellor Kindersley, in Brockwell’s case, 5 W. R. 
858, that to allow such a flimsy contrivance to escape 
would be contrary to common sense. This brings us 
to our second position. 


Now, as Lord Chelmsford observes, the deed of settle- 
ment is required to contain a provision for communi- 
cating to the shareholders the report, balance-sheet, &c., 
but we are not aware of any case in which, by deed of 
settlement, or articles of association, or other correspond- 
ing document, the managers of the company have been 
restricted to any particular mode of communicating with 
the shareholders; that is left in their option, and the 
choice of a means and mode of communication is conse- 
quently a part of their avocations; if, therefore, in exer- 
cise of this duty they select a mode of communication 
which also obtrudes the report, &c., upon the public, that 
surely is the act of the céOmpany, aad the company are 
responsible.* 

Lord Justice Turner was of opinion, as we have seen, 
that statements contained in advertisements issued by 
directors, cannot be considered as entering into the con- 
tracts of purchasers. With the utmost deference to his 
Lordship, we are unable to comprehend the grounds on 
which this view is based. Surely, as we have said, the 
mode of making communications to the shareholders 
being in the discretion of the directors, their selection is 
that of the company. And we are unable to see how 
the fact that the communication is one ostensibly ad- 
dressed to the shareholders alters the case. If the com- 
pany by its agents selects, whether for the sake of speed, 
or otherwise, a particular mode of communicating with 
its own members, it is surely reasonable that it should 
accept any contingent responsibilities attaching to their 
choice. And if it be said;—these advertisements are evi- 
dently addressed to shareholders only, and a stranger has 
simply no right to notice them at all; it may be fairly 
replied; if the object on the part of the company is merely to 
commmunicate with its own shareholders, there are simple 
ways of doing that which involve no communication with 
the world at large. Moreover, an advertisement in a 
newspaper is virtually addressed tothe world, and we think 
that no one has a right to promulgate a statement in a 
manner which necessarily publishes it to the world (a 
statement, be it remembered, calculated to induce others 
to enter into transactions damnifying to themselves and 
advantageous to the promuigator), and then to say, in 
reply to those who have been deceivedand damnified,— 


° If advertisement be prescribed expreasly by the company’s regu- 
lations, a fortiori it is the act of the company.-—L. B.O, 
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this advertisement was not addressed to you, and you 
had no business to take any notice of it. 

The right test by which to try all these cases—assum- 
ing the statements in question to be such that the acting 
upon them by strangers would be beneficial to those who 
make them (and these, we have endeavoured to show, are, 
in the case before us, the company by its agents)—is, we 
submit— Hare those statements been promulgated in a 
manner calculated to obtirude them upon the notice of the 
individuals who have been deceived? And where that is 
the case, intention to deceive is, we contend, as reason- 
able an inference as that of malice from the publication 
of a libel which has resulted in damage to an individual. 

In addition to all these considerations there is also the 
fact (which was so strongly insisted on by Lord St. 
Leonards in National Exchange Company of Glasgow v. 
Drew) 2 Macq. 108, of the adoption of the report by the 
company at their géneral meeting. This amounts to a 
sanctioning and approving of it as a statement of the 
company’s affairs. Thenceforth it is a statement hy the 
company, and if the directors, in the exercise of their 
legitimate avocation of advertising the company to the 
world, publish to the world the company’s own state- 
ment of its own affairs, the company should surely be 
bound thereby. 

Mr. Thring, in his useful work on the Joint-Stock Com- 
panies’ Acts (vol. 1,p.43),has advanced a somewhat singu- 
lar argument with reference to the adoption of the report 
by the company—he says “Suppose, for example, a false 
report to have been adopted by a majority of one vote, 
what can be more unjust than to make the minority 
suffer for an act, to which they offer the strongest opposi- 
tion.” A consideration which, whatever weight it might 
have in a work on the Representation of Minorities, is 
certainly misplaced in a legal discussion. Suppose, at the 
general meeting of a company, the question were put to 
the vote, whether or no the company should or should not 
extend their business in a certain direction (within the 
scope of their undertaking of course), and that the 
majority by one vote were in favour of the extension. 
Would Mr. Thring say that, in the event of its proving 
# source of loss to the company, the minority might 
then come forward and decline to bear a share 
of the luss on the ground that they had originally voted 
against the extension ? We venture to say that no per- 
son in the least familiar with business transactions would 
for a moment seriously maintain such a hyrothesis, and 
yet it would follow inevitably from Mr. Thring’s argu- 
ment. Mr. Thring continues—‘ Nay more, the very 
majority may have been deceived by the directors, yet 
the whole company is made to suffer for the fraud of 
the directors.” This argument is rather more plausible, 
but it has been met by us in our first article on 
this subject (ante p. 702). The company for their own 
convenience intrust the management of their affairs to 
directors, and should not be allowed to reap all the ad- 
vantage and none of the evils of this arrangement. 

In our next and final article on this subject we shall 
discuss the important branch of misrepresentations in the 
prospectus, 


(The notes of cases under this heading are supplied by the gentlemen 
who report for the Weekly Reporter in the several courts. } 
MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 

June 19, ; 
MAUDSLEY v. TyRIn.— Will— Codicil— Charge by married 
woman—Legacy duty— Conversion, 

This cause came on on further consideration. 

The testator made his will on the 16th April, 1860, 
and made two codicils dated respectively the 27th 
August, 1863, and the 22nd April, 1864. 

The first question was on the clause in the will, “ lega- 
cies given by my will, including the gifts of capital to 





my sons, to be free of legacy duty.” The testator by the 
codicil revoked the “ gifts of capital to his sons,” and 
substituted gifts of capital in different proportions, but 
said nothing about legacy duty; and the question was 
whether legacy duty attached on the shares given by the 
will. 

The testator left two sons and two daughters. 

One of the daughters, who was a married: woman, had 
under the will a general power of appointment over a 
fund; she wished to raise money upon this fund, and for 
that purpose represented that she was able to charge 
the property derived under the will. She induced one 
Poole to advance £500 upon the security of this property 
and the second question was whether the property was 
liable to the £500. 

Some of the property was given to trustees “upon 
trust to convert into money so much thereof as my 
trustees shall think desirable.” Part of the property 
was leasehold; and the third question was whether the 
trustees were bound under the last-mentioned clause to 
convert the leasehold. 

The testator had in his lifetime settled £5,000 on the 
marriage of one of his sons. ‘The residuary gift was 
amongst his children absolutely. The fourth question 
was whether the residuary share must be taken asa satis- 
faction pro tanto of the settled fund. 

Selwyn, Q.C., Southgate, Q.C., Jessel, Q.C., Schomberg, 
Dickinson, Surrage, and Phear appeared for the various 
parties. 

In reference to the first point Eurly v. Benbow, 2 Coll. 
342, was cited. 

In reference to the second question Vaughan v. 
Vanderstegen, 2 Drew. 165, 2 W. R. 293 ; and Savage v. 
Forster, 9 Mod. 35, were cited. 

On the fourth question there were cited: Coventry v. 
Chichester, 2H. & M.; Glengalv, Glengal, 2 H. L. Cas. 
131; Montefiore v. Guedalla, 1 D. F. J. 98, 8 W. R. 53. 

Lorp Romitty, M.R., in reference to the first point, 
said—In my opinion the legacies are given free of legacy 
duty. As to the second point—In my opinion Vaughan 
v. Vanderstegen does not apply in this case. That was a 
case of a married woman fraudulently contending that 
she was single. The fraud here is her telling a person 
who lends her money that she has money settled to her 
separate use, and that, therefore, she can properly charge 
it. Such case cannot be sustained consistently with the 
maxim ignorantia legis non excusat. Itis as if a man 
says this is a forged bank note but it will pass as a good 
one nevertheless. IfI were to allow this charge there 
is none that could not be sustained by means of some 
technicality. As to the third and fourth questions his 
Lordship directed certain inquiries to be made. 


June 21. 
DISNEY vr. CROSSE, 
EyrE tv. PARKER. 

The first of these suits was for the administration of 
the trusts of the settlement made on the marriage of 
Mrs. Parker in 1812. The second suit was for the ad- 
ministration of the will of Mrs. Parker, dated in 1862. 
The will purported to be an exercise of a power of ap- 
pointment given by the settlement. 

By the settlement a fund of about £20,000 was settled 
upon trusts which were in substance for distribution 
amongst the children of the marriage, as Mrs. Parker 
should by deed or will appoint, and in default of appoint- 
ment, amongst the same children at twenty-one. 

There were ten children of the marriage, nine attained 
twenty-one, one died under that age. 

By her will Mrs. Parker gave legacies to some of her 
children, and £2,000 to James H. Parker, the son of a 
deceased son, 

She also appointed the funds under the settlement 
“subject to and charged with the payment of the afore- 
said pecuniary legacies to her son and daughters,” to her 
grandson James Parker, and in the event of his not at- 


| taining twenty-one to her son-in-law Mr, Eyre, and she 
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gave the residue of her real and personal estate to her 
said grandson J. Parker. 

The causes now came on for further consideration. 
The question arose how far the will was a valid appoint- 
ment of the settlement. 

Kekewich, for the children who took no legacies under 
the will, contended that the appointment was altogether 
invalid. 

Selwyn, Q.C., and Cotton, for the married daughters, 
who were legatees, contended that their husbands or 
trustees took under the settlement, and that they took 
the legacies personally, and that the appointment to the 
grandson was void. 

Southgate, Q.C., J. Pearson, and M. Tucker, for the 
grandson, contended that if the appointment was bad as 
to him, the legacies ought to be marshalled so as to fall 
on the funds in settlement, and so as to leave the residue 
of Mrs. Parker’s own property for him. There was a 
tight of election in default of appointment. The testa- 
trix showed an intention to exercise the power, though 
she had made a mistake as to one of the objects. There 
was a hotchpot clause which was useless on any other 
view. The testatrix also used the word “ appoint.” 

Cookson appeared for a specific legatee. 

Cotton in reply.—She alludes to these gifts as legacies, 
not as appointments. 

Lorp RomiILty, M.R.—I do not propose to interfere 
with the ordinary administration. These legacies are 
demonstrative, i.c., out of a particularfund. Unless this 
is an appointment of the fund there isno appointment at 
all. The fact that one of the appointees is not an object 
of the power makes no difference as to the fact of 
appointment. In my opinion there is no occasion to 
make a new rule here. The hotchpot clause only ap- 
plies on the view that thisis an appointment. There 
must be a declaration—That there is a valid appoint- 
ment; that the legacies are primarily liable to be paid 
out of the particular fund; that the hotchpot clause 
applies. 

The costs of all parties will be out of the fund. 

Solicitors, Ranken & Ford; Frere, Cholmeley, & 
Forster. 

June 19, 20. 

Marcu v. Brrp.—This was a bill for an injunction to restrain 
a sale of some property. The defendant had contracted to sell 
the property to the plaintiff on the 26th of July, 1865. Con- 
siderable delay took place in completion, the plaintiff alleging 
that he was ready to complete but the money not being forth- 
coming. At last the defendant advertised the re-sale of the pro- 
perty, and the plaintiff applied for and obtained an injunction to 
restrain the sale. The plaintiff in the end completed the pur- 


chase, and the only question now was that of the costs of the 
suit. 

Roberts for the plaintiff. 

Southgate, Q.C., and Marten, for the defendant, cited Gee v. 

arse, 2 De G. & Sm. 325; Nott v. Rickard, 22 Beav. 307, 
4 W. R. 269; Hudson v. Temple, 29 Beav. 530, 9 W. R. 243. 

Roberts in reply. 

June 20.—Lorp Romitity, M.R.—In this case there have 
been faults on both sides. The plaintiff had not his money 
ready, and the defendants were consequently put to considerable 
expense. On the other hand the defendants went on with the 
re-sale after the bill was filed. ‘There will be no costs. 

Solicitor for the plaintiff, Price. 

Solicitor for the defendant, Wallis. 


June 22, 

BAagNes ¢. STEWART.—Charitable legacies—Abatement. 

The testatrix in this case had made several charitable 
legacies, some of which were charged upon that portion 
of her personal estate which was applicable to charitable 
gifts, and the remainder not so charged. She left both real 
and personal estate. The cause came on now on further 
consideration. It appeared that all parties took substan- 
tially the same view of the construction of the will. 

Selnyn, Q.C., Baggallay, Q.C., Southgate, Q.C., Faber, 
EL. K. Karslake, and wWichkens, appeared for the various 
parties, 

The personal estate was insufficient to pay the legacies 
in full, 











Lorp RomI.iy, M.R.—The legacies must abate pro 
ratd. First, the proportion must be taken between the 
testatrix’s real and personal property, and the legacies 
not specifically charged on the personal estate must abate 
proportionately. Then all the legacies must abate in 
proportion to the deficiency of testatrix’s personal estate. 


Waite v. Wurte.—This was an administration suit, and now 

came on on further consideration. 

There was an infant ward of Court, who was interested in the 
roperty.in question. She had married without the leave of the 
‘ourt, both parties being ignorant of the wardship. The mar- 

riage was stated to be a proper one, with the consent of the 
infant’s father. The husband offered to make a settlement. 

Cole, Q.C., Southgate, Q.C., Surrage, Caldecott, and Rogeis, 

appeared for the various parties. 

ORD RomiLtLy, M.R.—The property must be settled on the 
wife for her life, and if the marriage was with the consent of the 
wife’s father, there may be a life interest to the husband. Then 
it will be amongst the children as they shall jointly appoint; 
then 2 power to the wife surviving to appoint. In default of ap- 
pointment to her heir-at-law. 





VICE-CHANCELLOR STUART. 
June 26. 


HALSTEAD v. HALSTEAD.—The question raised in this suit 
was as to the right of a Mrs. Halstead to an equity to a settle- 
ment, and as to its amount. 

The amount of income to which the lady became entitled was 
about £300 per annum, and there was a sum of £1,800 due to 
her for arrears. : 

The husband and wife had charged the property to about the 
extent of the arrears of income. After a great deal of dis- 
cussion, it was arranged under the direction of the Court that a 
sum of £205 per annum should be allowed to the wife, and that 
the remainder of her income should be appropriated to a scheme 
for the education of the children. . 

The arrears of income to be applied to the payment of the 
incumbrancers. 

Bacon, Q.C., Malins, Q.C., James, Q.C., Craig, Q.C., Greene, 
Q.C., E. K. Karslake, O. Round, Bedwell, Boyle, Prendergast, 
and Little appeared for various parties interested. 

Re Prym River State SraB Company (LIMItTED).— 
Begg moved ex parte for an injunction to restrain a creditor from 
proceeding against this company. ‘The petition for winding-up 
had been presented the day betore to the Lord Chancellor, and 
answered by his secretary as for the 6th July, to be heard before 
V.C. Stuart, but had not yet been sent to his Honour. He 
referred to section 85 of the Companies Act, 1862, as authorising 
the Court, at any time after the presentation of a petition to 
wind-up a company, to restrain proceedings against the company. 
The sale of the property was advertized for the 28th June. 

Stuart, V.C.—I have no jurisdiction until the petition is 
sent here in the usual manner. 

Begg then applied to the Lords Justices. 

The Lords Justices said that the matter had better be men- 
tioned to the Lord Chancellor’s secretary, so that the petition 
might be transmitted to the Vice-Chancellor at once. If neces- 
sary, application could be made here again. 

t five minutes before three, Begg again renewed his motion, 
stating that the petition had now been sent to his Honour. 

Stuart, V.C.—You are entitled to the order now, as a 
matter of course. 

June 26, 27. 


Cook v. Beiti.—The only question raised in this case was 
one as to costs, the plaintiff having, as alleged, prosecuted the 
suit to a hearing, when there was no longer any necessity for 
doing so. 

Bacon, Q.C., Malins, Q.C., Stevens, E. K. Karslake, and 
Haddon appeared in the case. 

‘The Vice-Chancellor dismissed the bill without costs, but 
without prejudice to any application under a winding-up order 
made in the suit. 





VICE-CHANCELLOR WOOD. 
June 20. 


Dawson v. Mepuurst.—The bill in this suit prayed specific 
performance of a contract to sell certain real estate, and an 
injunction to restrain the defendant, who was the vendor, from 
re-selling the property. The first abstract furnished by the 
defendant to the plaintiff, who was the purchaser of the property, 
was alleged by the bill to have been insufficient and imperfect. 
Thereupon the vendor furnished a supplemental abstract, upon 
which 4 question arose whether one of the deeds abstracted was, 
or was not, sufficiently stamped. Subject to this question a 
good title had been shown. Tho vendor declined to have the 
additional stamp affixed, and gave notice that unless the pur- 
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chase was completed on the 7th August, 1865, the deposit money 
would be declared forfeited, and the property again offered for 
sale. Plaintiff then filed this bill. 

Rolt, Q.C., and Jolliffe, for the plaintiff. 

Wilicock, Q.C., and Hallett, for the defendant, were not 
called upon. 

Woop, V.C. (the defendant having intimated his willing- 
ness to submit to specific performance) said that the plaintiff had 
no ground for filing a bill, and the decree would be thus: Defen- 
dant submitting to specific performance, on plaintiff paying the 
costs of the suit, decree specific performance in the terms of the 
contract. 

Solicitors for the plaintiff, Bower, Son, § Cotion, agents for 
Richard Hart, Folkestone. 


CRUNDALL v. Cox.—Further consideration.—A discussion 
took place as to whether, in the events which had happened, the 
widow of the testator had been “ unable,” within the meaning 
of his will, to keep up certain monthly payments. 

His Honour held that she was so unable. 

Willeock, Q.C., Giffard, Q.C., Joshua Williams, Q.C., 
Humphrey, Shebbeare, and Cracknall, appeared in the case. 

Solicitors, Willoughby § Cox, agents tor Jessop ¢ Siddall, 
Waltham Abbey; Deane § Eley, for Cole § Rignall, Enfield. 


LawRANCE v. LAWRANCE.—Exceptions to answer for scandal. 
—The defendant Lawrance, who is the husband of the plaintiff, 
in his answer made certain insinuations against the plaintiff's 
solicitor, amounting to allegations of undue influence over and 
intimacy with her. The plaintiff and the defendant her husband 
were living separate. 

Wi illeock, Q.C., and P. A. Kingdon, for the plaintiff, urged that 
these were insinuations against a stranger to the cause so far as 
the evidence was concerned, and were utterly irrelevant to the 
matters in issue. Beinginsinuations, more than distinct allega- 
tions of fact, they could not be met by evidence. They cited Lx 
parte Simpson, 15 Ves. 477. 

Rolt, Q.C., and Everitt, for the defendant, were not called 
upon. 

Face, V.C., said that it was impossible at this stage of the 
case to say that the matter complained of was irrelevant. The 
issue raised by the lady was, that she had: deprived herself of 
certain benefits by her separation, and that this had been caused 
wilfully by her husband’s conduct. Some of the statements in 
the answer might, if made out, disprove her case. No doubt it 
it was very difficult to meet such insinuations; he could not, 


however, then say that they were irrelevant, nor could he strike 


them out unless they were clearly irrelevant. The exceptions 
must be overruled. ‘The costs to be reserved to the hearing. 


June 21. 
BovIt v, SMITH. 

Exceptions to answer. 

The defendant had raised the question of want of 
novelty in the patent which was the subject of the suit, 
and declined to answer an interrogatory requiring him 
to state whom he alleged to be the first inventor. 

Druce, for the exceptions, contended that prior user, if 
proved, was no defence when (as in this case), the plain- 
tiff had already had a decision in his favour in the face 
of that defence. 

W, M. James, Q.C., and Little, for the defendant.— 
He cannot be compelled to answer this interrogatory. 
The question who is the first inventor, is our case. 

Woop, V.C. (without calling for a reply), said he must 
overrule the exceptions. Therule of Court that you must 
not inquire into a man’s defence must not lightly be 
broken through, and it is not enough for the plaintiff to 
say that he has succeeded in other cases where the same 
defence was set up to entitle him to take his case out of 
that rule. 

DIXON v. FRASER. 

Exceptions to further answer for insufficiency. 

The bill was for specific performance of a contract for 
the sale of certain oil mills. The defendant had been 
required by an interrogatory to give the names of the 
persons to whom he had let the mills, and the extent and 
duration of their interests, and to say whether the pro- 
perty had deteriorated, and also to set forth an account 
of the rents and profits from the date of the contract. 

Davey, for the plaintiff, contended that he had a right 
to have the interrogatory answered. A plaintiff is en- 
titled to discovery going to the whole of the relief 
prayed for if properly pleaded: Rowes v. Teed, 15 Ves. 
878; Robson v. Flight, 33 Beay. 268; 13 W. R. 195, 393. 

A, E, Miller, for the defendant, resisted on the ground 





that this was a purely fishing interrogatory. Specific 
performance was resisted on the ground that the contract 
was put an end to before bill filed, and that was the sole 
question for the hearing:—Swabey v Sutton, 1 H. & M. 
516; 12 W. R. 124. The discovery asked for could not be 
necessary for the purposes of the suit, and would simply 
be an account of the defendant’s own property: Lett v. 
Parry, 1 H. & M. 517. The interrogatory as to the 
wachinery had been answered in the original answer. 

Woop, V.C. (without calling for a reply), said that the 
contract was alleged in the bill and not denied, and the 
bill contained allegations of the defendant’s liability to 
account for the rents, and of damage having been done 
to the machinery by the lessees. Assuming the pos- 
sibility of its being shown that the contract was not 
rescinded, then it was of importance to know who were 
the lessees, Plaintiff might wish to make them parties 
to the suit. This would go to the names and also to 
the extent and duration of their interests. Plaintiff had 
a right to know whether the machinery was being 
injured. There must clearly be an answer as to these 
things. 

Then as to the rents. There was a conflict of decision 
as to the right to an account of rents. There was force 
in the observation that there was a saving to have 
accounts before decree. On the other hand, where a 
question was vexatious, you must consider the expense of 
answering it. The matter of the rents, however, was 
really su small that he could make no distinction, but 
allow the whole of the exceptions. 

Solicitors, 7. W. Nicholson ; Lowless, Nelson, § Good- 
man. 

Boots v. FIELDING. 

This was a demurrer to a bill for want of equity. 

The plaintiff wishing to sell some shares in a com- 
pany employed Parkinson, a stock-broker at Halifax, to 
sell them for him. Parkinson employed the defendant 
Fielding, who is another stock-broker in London, to find 
a purchaser. The plaintiff executed a deed of transfer 
in blank, andin due course received the money for his 
shares. Sometime afterwards, the company being then 
in course of being wound up, the plaintiff received a 
notice from the official liquidator requiring him to pay 
up a call on these shares. When previously the plaintiff 
had applied to Fielding to know the name of the trans- 
ferree of his shares Fielding told him that he was a re- 
spectable person, and that he (plaintff) might make his 
mind easy. The bill averred that Fielding had sold the 
shares but refused to tell plaintiff to whom he had sold 
them. The bill was filed to compel Fielding to have the 
transfer registered or executed, or steps might be taken to 
have his name removed from the list of contributories, and 
that Fielding should indemnify him against calls. 

Rolt, Q.C., and Roxburgh, for the defendant, contended 
that there was no privity between the plaintiff and de- 
fendant, that the remedy of plaintiff (if any) was at 
law, and that there was no contract implied to indem- 
nify the plaintiff by having the blanks in the transfer 
filled up. The misrepresentation as to the respectability 
of the transferree was not intended to be acted on. 

Terrell, for the plaintiff, submitted that Fielding, as 
the agent of Parkinson was. the sub-agent of the plain- 
tiff, and that, where, as in this case, a sub-agent was 
necessarily employed, there, without any authority from 
the principal, a privity was created. It was no defence 
to say that the misrepresentation was not intended to 
be acted upon, for even unintentional misrepresentation 
was punished in equity. 

Woop, V.C. (without calling for a reply), said that the 
bill was clearly demurrable. There was no sort of equity, 
and privity did not exist at all. Supposing it to be 
created, as regarded Fielding, it was impossible such a 
duty could be imposed on him as was asked for. What 
the plaintiff was averred to have done was what the law 
did not recognize as a deed at all. Fielding’s duty was 
at an end when he had made the sale. Assuming it to 
be true that Fielding refused to disclose the name of 
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the transferree, it could not be the foundation for a pill 
of this sort, though possibly it might be to a bill for dis- 
covery. This was like employing an agent to sell your 
estate, and then filing a bill against him to obtain execu- 
cution of the purchase deed. The demurrer must be 
allowed, with costs. 

Solicitors, F, W. Mount ; Emmet § Son. 


June 21, 22. 

NEVILLE v. AnDREWS.—Further consideration.—The suit 
was for the administration of the estate of Robert Saville, 
deceased. By his will, after appointing his executors and 
trustees and giving certain legacies, and making certain specific 
devises of real estate, the testator proceeded as follows :-- “I 
give and devise all the rest of my farms, lands, cottages, tene- 
ments, and real estate with their appointments, and all my 
personal estate to my said trustees, upon trust, out of my 
personal estate, and out of the rents and profits of my real 
estate to pay all my mortgage and other debts, and the legacies 
and annuities hereby given. And immediately after all my 
mortgage and other debts shall be paid, upon trust, to accu- 
mulate the rents, profits, and interest of my real estate, and also 
of my personal estate, if any, for the period of ten years.” 

The principal question was as to the commencement of the 

riod of accumulation. 

Greenside for the plaintiffs, the trustees of the will, stated the 
various points for discussion. 

Daniel, Q.C., Joshua Williams, Q.C., J. W. Chitty, Cust, 
and G. 0. Morgan, for the various parties interested. 

June 22.—Woop, V.C. (who had reserved judgment on this 
point alone), said that the first charge was a charge upon the 
corpus. There was no other way of carrying out the testator’s 
intention. It was true that the mode suggested by him was 
that of payment out of the rents, but when that could not well 
be done his intention must not be disappointed. The testator 
had no intention that the legacies and annuities should not be 
paid as well as the debts. The only way to carry out his inten- 
tion was to make the charge on the corpus. The mortgagees 
might have insisted on being paid off. The term of gle was 
not to depend on the particular mode of paying the debts. The 
reasonable contention was that the term of ten years began frem 
the end of one year from the testator’s death. 


Solicitors for the plaintiff, Aldridge § Bromley, agents for , 


Probert §& Wade, of Saffron Walden. 

Lancrorp v. Sampson.—Further consideration. The bill 
was filed by the two infant children of Frederick Langford, 
deceased, the tenant for life of lands devised by Thomas C. 
Langford, the testator in tue cause; and its object was to ascer- 
tain the incumbrances on the testator’s estates. Frederick Lang- 
ford had power under the testator’s will to charge in favour of 

ounger children, and he had exercised his power in favour of 
his only daughter, the second plaintiff. It appeared that at the 
testator’s death his estates were heavily mortgaged, though there 
was sufficient personalty to discharge the mortgages, Frederick 
Langford and his two brothers, John and Charles, were the 
executors of the testator’s will. Frederick was residuary legatee 
of the personalty, and his co-executors, instead of taking steps 
to pay off the mortgages, allowed him to keep possession of all 
the personalty of the testator. The mortgages were consequently 
never paid off, and now the question was raised whether the 
estate of Charles, who recently died, was liable, at the instance 
of the plaintiffs, for part of the sum retained by their father, so 
as to make room for the charge under the power. 

The Vice-Chancellor decided that it was not. 

Daniel, Q.C., Smith, Q.C., Little, and Fitzburgh, appeared. 

June 23, 25. 
FEILDEN v. Mayor, &c., OF BLACKBURN. 

This was a bill to restrain the Mayor and Corporation 
of Blackburn from allowing the sewage from the main 
sewer of their town to flow into a stream called the 
Blakeburn or Blakewater, and thereby polluting the 
said stream, and from causing or permitting the sewage 
of the said borough in any manner to drain into the 
said stream or into the river Darwen, or to become a 
nuisance or injurious to health. 

The Blakeburn and Darwen are streams flowing con- 
tinuously through private property, and neither of such 
streams is navigable. The former, after passing by the 
town of Blackburn, flows into the river Darwen about 
3,400 yards from the plaintiff’s residence. The Darwen 
intersects ; laintifi’s grounds, 

By the Blackburn Improvement Act, 1854, the property 
and privileges, &c., of certain commissioners ap- 
pointed under former Acts were transferred to the 
defendants, Since the passing of this Act the 
defendants constructed the above-mentioned main 





sewer for the purpose of draining their borough. This 
drain discharges itself into the Blakeburn at a point near 
Wensley Fold, at the boundary of the borough, and ata 
distance of about 1,200 yards from Fenniscliffe Bridge, 
the place of junction of the Blakeburn and Darwen, 
The plaintiff alleged that by the acts of the defendants 
the River Darwen had in fact become a vast open sewer, 
The plaintiff had remonstrated more than once with the 
defendants, who had talked of plans for otherwise dis- 
posing of their sewage, but nothing had been done, and 
eventually plaintiff filed his bill. The plaintiff’s wit- 
nesses asserted that the nuisance was so great as to make 
his house almost uninhabitable, that it was continued 
and that the adjoining lands were affected in the same 
injurious manner. The defendants’ evidence was partly 
to the effect that the nuisance had at times formerly been 
as great, that the sewage was diluted and puri- 
fied by ‘water flowing into it from some water- 
works, and that the fouling of the water was 
in a great measure due to the mills and manufac- 
tories, &c., on the banks. Before the making of the ma‘n 
sewer, much of the drainage of the town had flowed into 
the Blakeburn, and so on to the Darwen, and this had 
at times made the river offensive. The defendants also 
endeavoured to show that the rapid discharge at the 
outfall of the sewer purified it considerably, 

Rolt, Q.C., and C. Hail, for the plaintiff. 

Daniel, Y.C., and 7, A. Roberts, for the defendants. 

Woop, V.C., said that the defendant’s evidence was 
all but a confession of the nuisance. The question was, 
was this river more foul than it had been? According 
to the defendants’ evidence there was a greater quantity 
of sewage, though it was more diluted than formerly. 
This almost amounted to an admission of the nuisance, 
The defendants disputed the plaintiff’s reasoning, but 
not his facts. One of the defendants’ witnesses, Mr. 
Chadwick, positively admitted the nuisance. That was 
being done to the plaintiff which had never been done 
before. It was the business of the defendants to take 
care that no nuisance was committed against the plaintiff. 
The rapid discharge at the outfall did not prevent the 
sewage being all the worse for plaintiff lower down, It 
really came to this—had the defendants created the 
nuisance? The large discharge now was to be con- 
trasted with the dribblets in which it arrived before. 
Plaintiff alleged a nuisance. The answer of defendants 
was, not to deny it, but to say that they were going to 
remedy it. If the nuisance were made out it must be 
stopped. The only question was, what time was to be 
allowed defendants for remedying it. His Honour 
granted the injunction to date from the 2nd of November 
next. 

Solicitors for the plaintiff, Gregory, Roweliffe, § Ron- 
cliffe, agents for 2. J W. Ascroft, of Preston. 

Solicitors for the defendants, W. C. Smith, agent for 
Bech, of Blackburn. 

June 25, 26. 

In RE IMPERIAL MERCANTILE CREDIT ASSOCIATION. 

Three of these petitions were for the voluntary wind- 
ing-up of the above association under supervision, in 
accordance with the views of a large body of shareholders 
and all the creditors. 

The 4th petition was for a compulsory winding-up, and 
was presented by a shareholder named Doyle. Two 
meetings of shareholders had been held, one on the 22nd 
May, the other on the 14th of this month, at which re- 
solutions were passed in favour of voluntary winding-up 
under supervision, and two persons, Messrs. Ball and 
Young, had been agreed upon as liquidators. The first 
three petitions also asked that the appointment of these 
gentleman should be continued. ~* 

Westlake appeared in support of the first petition. 

Rolt, ¥.C., Giffard, Q.U, W. M. James, Y.C., Lindley 
and Swanston also supported the voluntary winding-up. 

Babington, Locockh Webb,and Hume Williams, sup- 
ported the compulsory winding-up on the ground that 
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the meetings had not been regularly called. They also 
objected to the persons appointed as liquidators. 

Woop, V.C., said that Mr. Doyle was fully aware of 
his rights of voting, and keenly alive to his interests. 
The meeting having been held on the 22nd of May he was 
now, on the 22nd of June, asked to put the company to 
the delay and inconvenience of a compulsory winding-up. 
The meeting was quite regularly called. The petition of 
Mr. Doyle must be dismissed with costs. It was not 
the business of the Court to disturb the decision of the 
company, except in a case of great fraud. They must 
know their interests better than the Court could. All 
persons served with the three petitions must have their 
costs. 

May 30, 31; June 26, 27. 
THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. THE STAFFORDSHIRE 
CopPpER EXTRACTING COMPANY. 


This was a bill and information filed respectively by 
and at the information of the clerks to the Local Board 
of Health of the town of Oldbury. The object was to 
restrain the defendants from having or permitting the 
emission of poisonous vapours and guses from their works 
so as to be a public nuisance to the inhabitants of the 
town. The existence of the nuisance was fully made out, 
and it was shown that, by proper care and management, 
it would be stopped without stopping the works them- 
selves, 

Rolt, Q.C., Eddis, and Pope, for the Attorney-General 
and the plaintiffs. 7 

Grove, Q.C., Giffard, Q.C., and Druce, for the de- 
fendants. 

Woop, V.C., dismissed the bill without costs (see The 
Attorney-General v. Richmond, 14 W. R, 686), and, on 
the information, decreed the injunction prayed for as 
from the first day of Michaelmas Term. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
June 27. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner GoULBURN.) 

In RE A Trust DeEp.—An application of a somewhat novel 
and important character was made to the Court this day for the 
cancellation or annulment of the registration of a deed executed 
by a debtor for the benefit of his creditors. The debtor had 
carried on a very extensive business as a contractor, and his lia- 
bilities were stated to be between £2,000,000 and £3,000,000, and 
his property of enormous value. 

C. E. Lewis appeared in support of the application, and De Gex 
and Beresford on the other side 

The ground upon which the application mainly rested was 
that the statement of debts and liabilities required to be filed in 
Court pursuant to the rules, was defective in several material 
particulars, and that the names, residences, and occupations of 
the creditors did not sufficiently appear therein. Several volu- 
minous affidavits were read, an iy list of names was given 
of creditors, the necessary particulars of whose claims were not, 
it was contended, perfectly disclosed. The registration of 
the deed took place on the 18th March, and the present préceed- 
ings (which were by way of motion) were initiated on the 3lst 
May. The list of debts and liabilities was prepared by an ac- 
countant, and the debtor, believing it to be true, swore to it in 
the usual mode. 

In opposition, it was contended, first, that- the Court had no 
“es to vacate or annul the registration ; secondly, that if it 

the power it would not exercise it in a case where the in- 
spectors had acted bona fide in the liquidation which had taken 
place upon the footing of the deed ; and thirdly, that the appli- 
cant, in consequence of his own delay, was not entitled to the 
relief prayed, 

After a long but interesting argument, 

The Court reserved judgment. 


In a case before Mr. Commissioner Holroyd, on the same day, 
leave ven gee to a creditor to issue execution, notwithstanding 
4 trust deed executed by the debtor for the benefit of his creditors, 


COURT OF APPEAL IN CHANCERY (IRELAND). 
* S$wirt r, O'BRIEN AND OTHERS. 

This case came before the Court on an appeal from the 
decision of: the Lord Chancellor; the petition had been 
filed by Edward B. Swift, a solicitor, and his brother 
John Pratt Swift, against Octavius O’Brien, a solicitor, 





John Eyre, a solivitor, and other parties, to set aside a 
certain deed of assignment dated 3rd June, 1863, as 
fraudulent and void; the petition had been dismissed by 
the Lord Chancellor, but without costs. The suit arose 
out of the distribution of certain funds the proceeds of 
asale in the Landed Estates Court, in which Mr. O’Brien 
had been the sovicitor, having the carriage of the pro- 
ceedings. On these funds the petitioners had claims, as 
also had the respective clients of Mr. O’Brien, and of 
Mr. Eyre, and the allegation was that Mr. O’Brien, by 
means of misrepresentation, aided by Mr. Eyre, had in- 
duced the several parties to compromise their claims for 
sums which were not the fair value of their interests, 
and which would not have been accepted if the whole 
truth had not been told, and the facts and circumstances 
fully and fairly explained. In particular it was charged 
that Mr. Eyre’s client had entered into an agreement by 
which, if she failed in certain proceedings, she was to get 
£200, but he was to get £250; this was not acted upon, 
but by an agreement ultimately carried out, Mr. Eyre 
was to get £350 for his costs if he induced his client to 
acc2pt £100 in lieu of her claims, which, it was alleged, 
was a most disadvantageous arrangement for her. The 
case for Mr. O’Brien was that he had acted solely in the 
interests of his clients, that he had not gone beyond his 
proper functions as a solicitor in endeavouring to free 
the fund by compromises with persons having interests 
in it, so as to obtain as much as possible for his own 
clients, and that he had acted bond fide, and personally 
had reaped no profit to himself. The case was several 
days at hearing. ’ 

J. E. Walshe, Q.C.,, Warren, Q.C., and E. Gibson, ap- 
peared as counsel for the petitioners. 

Brewster, Q.C., F. Walsh, Q.C., Chatterton, Q.C., Finch, 
White, and Richey, for the several respondents. 

Their Lordships now gave judgment. 


Mr. Justice O'BRIEN characterised the transactions 
between Messrs. O’Brien and Eyre as most improper, and 
and such as no court of equity would sanction; the 
agreement was one calculated to induce Eyre to sacrifice 
his client’s interest for his own personal benefit. By the 
unprofessional and improper course of conduct of O’Brien 
and Eyre the petitioners were induced to accept £300 
for their claim which was for £534, and which would 
have been payable ina few days. He was of opinion 
that the respondents should pay the balance to the 
petitioners, and should pay all the costs of the appeal. 


Lord Justice BLACKBURNE concurred. He believed 
the fact of a conspiracy between O’Brien and Eyre had 
been fully established, and by it the personal interest 
of a solicitor (Eyre) was that his client should not be 
successful. He was of opinion on all the facts that Eyre 
had acted a part prejudicial to the interest of his own 
client, but calculated to serve himself, and that O’Brien 
was an active party in the same transaction. 


LoRD CHANCELLOR BRADY said that he had, at the 
original hearing, strongly condemned the conduct of both 
O’Brien and Eyre, but he had dismissed the petition 
because he thought that the petitioners, one of whom was 
himself a solicitor, had not been induced to accept the 
settlement of their claims by anything done by the 
respondents. He was still of that opinion; but, in con- 
sequence of the views taken by the other members of 
the Court, the order of the Court of Chancery should be 
reversed, and the respondents O'Brien and Eyre should 
be held personally responsible to pay the petitioners the 
difference between the amount of their claim and the sum 
they had received with the costs of the appeal. With regard 
to Mr. O’Brien he would new repeat what he had said'at 
the former hearing, that although he had acted impru- 
dently, he had so acted from an earnest and anxious de- 
sire to do the best he could as solicitor for his client, and 
that he had not been actuated by any personal object. 
As to Mr, Eyre, it was due to the respectable members of 
the profession that an order should be made requiring 
him to show cause, on the first day of Michaelmas Term, 
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why his name should not be struck off the roll of soli- 
citors. 

The Lorp JUSTICE and Mr. Justice O’BRIEN concurred 
in his Lordship’s observations. 








COURTS. 


(After-Term Nisi Prius Sittings at Westminster, before the 
Lorp CulEF Justice and Special Juries.) 

June 23.—The Special Jury System.—The Lorp Curler 
Justice, on taking his seat this morning, said that in con- 
sequence of the reiterated complaints made to him by special 
jurymen of being served with so many summonses in suc- 
cession, he begged to call Mr. Bovil’s attention to the 
matter, he being a member of the House of Commons, and 
because it was a matter that required the serious attention 
of the Legislature, and investigation by a select committee 
of that House. As far as he could learn, the cause of the 
same gentlemen being so often summoned arose mainly from 
the fault of the parish authorities returning incomplete lists 
to the sheriffs of London and Middlesex. The whole of the 
present system was rotten, and a committee of the House of 
Commons would be the best mode of thoroughly examining 
into the matter and suggesting a remedy. 

Mr. Bovill asked his Lordship’s permission to use his 
name in bringing the subject before the House of Commons. 

The Lorp CuieF Justice.—Yes, certainly; the whole 
system requires revision. 


COURT OF ARCHES. 
(Before the DEAN oF ARCHES). 

Sieveking and Evans v. the Rev. Frederick Kingsford.— 
This case came before the Court on letters of request from 
the Diocese Court of London. It was a suit by the church- 
wardens of St. Thomas, Stamford-hill, against the incumbent, 
the Rev. Frederick Kingsford, for certain alterations he had 
made in the interior of the church, as to a window, an oval 
cross, and other embellishments, decorations, or repairs. 
The churchwardens had filed certain articles praying for the 
removal and for the church to be restored. The defendant 
had filed his answer, and on the question of its admission 
the case came before the Court. 

Dr. Deane proceeded to open the case for the church- 
wardens, when 

His LorpsuP suggested to the parties whether it would 
not be better for all, and save considerable expense, if he 
requested Archdeacon Sinclair to visit the church and make 
a report to him as to the alterations made. 

The Queen's Advocate, on the part of Mr. Kingsford, would 
at once adopt the suggestion. The archdeacon would report 
to his Lordship what alterations had been made, and his 
Lordship could then decide on them. 

Dr. Deane expressed his readiness to adopt the suggestion. 
Archdeacon Sinclair could report to the Court on the restora- 
tion of the church. The defendant would bear the expense 
he presumed. 

is LoxpsutP said he would have to bear the expense. 

The Court made an order as indicated. This was the 
sme! case under the new rules, and showed the expedition 
used. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Costs 1s RevLEvIN 1x County Courts. 

Sir,—In answer to your correspondent ‘‘ Woodfall” * I 
would observe that the words of 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, s. 91, are 
perfectly general, and appear as applicable to plaints in 
replevin as to plaints of any other description: At the 
same time the practical hardship complained of is small, 
because by 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, s. 65, replevin may be com- 
menced in a superior court, where the plaintiff has good 

und for believing a question of title to be involved, or 
the rent or damage to exceed £20, D 





Tre Law Reports. 

Sir,—I find in the current number of the Law Reports 
(equity series) the case of The Attorney-General v, The 
Proprietors of the Bradford Canal. n the report of the judg- 
ment of V. C. Wood, page 80, his Honour is reported to 

“19 Sol. Jour. 766, 








have said ‘‘ Lord Cranworth,-in Wood vy. Sutcliffe, seems to 
have thought this.” 

I think, sir, that his Honour, or the editor,* has fallen into 
an error, for my recollection is that the judgment in Wood 
v. Sutcliffe was delivered by V. C. Kindersley, not by Lord 
Cranworth: however, you can no doubt say who is right, 

INQUIRER, 

(Wood v. Sutcliffe is reported in 2 Sim. N. 8. 168, 
volume which contains some of Lord Cranworth’s decisions 
and some of V. ©. Kindersley. The case in question was 
decided by the latter judge, who succeeded to the bench in 
the vacation of 1852, on the appointment of Lord Cran. 
worth to be Lord Justice of Appeal. We do not take upon 
ourselves to guess where, but it is easy to see how, the error 
originated.—Ep. S. J.J 





APPEAL FROM JUDGE TO JURY. 


Sir,—If you think the case noted below worth insert. 
ing in your Journal as illustrating county court law, it 
is at your service. Aw EyrE-WITNEss, 

RUGBY COUNTY COURT. 

At the Court held at Rugby on 25th May, before F, 
Dimsdale, Esq., Judge, W. Sowden sued J. Stevens for dam 
to his fly through the negligence of the driver of defendant's 
cab, and obtained judgment for the amount claimed, with 
costs. At the next Court, held on 21st June, Stevens sued 
Sowden for damage to his cab in the same collision, alleging 
the negligence to have been on Sowden’s driver's part, and 
summonedajury. After the plaintiff’s case had been opened 
the defendant’s attorney objected that, as the same cause of 
action was to be tried, and between the same parties, the pre- 
vious jndgment (no notice of application for a new trial having 
been given) bound the present plaintiff, and that it would be 
indecent for opposing judgments (as might happen) to be 
recorded. The judge overruled the objection, and the case 
proceeded. Some new witnesses were called in addition to 
those on former trial, and a verdict was given for the new 
plaintiff. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


JOHN GREENWOOD, Esq., Q.C., Assistant-Solicitor to the 
Treasury, to be Solicitor to the Treasury, vice H. R. Reynolds, 
risigued. 


Avcustus Kepre. SterHEenson, Esq., of the Norfolk 
Cireuit, to be Assistant-Solicitor, vice Mr. Greenwood. Mr. 
Stephenson was called to the bar by the Hon, Society of 
Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1852, and succeeded Sir 
Richard Couch as Recorder of Bedford in 1862. 


Davin Deapy Keane, Esq., Q.C., of the Norfolk Circuit, 
to be the Recorder of Bedford, vice Mr. Stephenson. Mr. 
Keane was called to the bar by the Hon. Society of the 
Middle Temple, in Trinity Term, 1835, and appointed Queen's 
Counsel in 1864. 


Ricuarp Roorg, Esq., of the Western Circuit, to be Re- 
corder of Tiverton, vice John Tyrrell, Esq., resigned. Mr. 
Roope was called to the bar by the Hon. Society of the Inne 
Temple in Trinity Term, 1845, and formerly practised at 
the Dartmouth sessions, 


ANDREW RicHARD Svosix, Esq., to act as Remembrancer 
of Legal Affairs in Bombay during the absence of J. 8. 
White, Esq., on medical certificate. Mr. Scoble was called 
to the bar by the Hon. Society of Lincoln’s Inn in Hilary 
Term, 1856, and in 1862 he went to Bombay. 


Horatio WApbINGTON, Esq., Under-Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, has been’ sworn in as a member 
of her Majesty’s Most Honourable Privy Council. The 
right honourable gentleman was called to the bar by the 
Hon. Society of Lincoln's Inn in Trinity Term, 1825, 





SCOTLAND. 


Tur BReaDALBANE Sueoxssion Casi, 

June 26,——Campbell (of Boreland) v. Campb&ll (of Glen- 
Salloch).—The late Marquis of Breadalbane, who died in 1862, 
left no family nor near kindred, and the marquisate being 
limited to heirs male of his body, became extinct. 'The Marquis 





* Qy. Reporter P—Ep, 8, J. 
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was also Earl of Breadalbane and Holland, Viscount of Tay, 
and Lord Glenorchy, in the peerage of Scotland, and was 
ssed of the entailed estates of Breadalbane and Inve- 
rardan, situated in the Counties of Perth and Argyll, and 
said to be of the annual value of £50,000. It was admitted 
that the heir to the Scotch honours and entailed estates was 
the person (whoever he might be) who could prove himself 
heir to W. Campbell, of Glenfalloch, who died in 1791, 
leaving seven sons. Of this William the present parties 
were great grandsons, the defender being descended from the 
second son and the pursuer from the sixth, the other lines 
being extinct. The question at issue, then, was reduced to 
this : whether the defender could prove his descent, that of 
the pursuer not being disputed. This depended on the 
question whether his father was or not legitimate according 
to the law of Scotland under the following circumstances :— 
The defender is grandson of James Campbell, second son of 
William of Glenfalloch, and the said James, in 1781, when 
quartered in the west of England with his regiment, eloped 
with Eliza Maria Blanchard, wife of Christopher Ludlow, 
ocer, of Chipping-Sodbury, with whom to the end of his 
ife he continued to cohabit. From 1793 down to James 
Campbell’s death, in 1806, the residence of the pair was 
almost continuously in Scotland, and there can be no doubt 
that Eliza Maria Ludlow was, while there, presented and 
received as his wife to Campbell's friends, including the 
father of the Jate Marquis of Breadalbane. In 1784, the 
anogg being quartered in America, Ludlow died. 
here was some evidence of a marriage ceremony having 
been performed between the parties in 1781, but none after 
Ludlow’s death, so that the case turned entirely on the 
effect of marriage by habit and repute. In 1788 they had a 
son, William John Lamb, who was in his parents’ lifetime 
treated as legitimate. In 1812, on the death of his uncle 
William, this William John Lamb was served heir to the 
family estate of Glenfalloch, to which he could succeed only 
if legitimate, and this service was conducted by his cousin, 
Campbell of Boreland, the grandfather of the pursuer, who 
would himself have succeeded if William John Lamb was 
illegitimate. In 1852 William John Lamb Campbell died, 
and was succeeded in the estate of Glenfalloch by the de- 
fender. It was pleaded on the one hand that the service to 
Glenfalloch governed the present case, and on the other that 
Boreland was then in ignorance of facts since come to light 
regarding James Campbell’s relations with his wife, which 
would have enabled him to claim ‘hat succession. The 
gs contended that James Campbell's connection with 
liza Maria Ludlow was, at the beginning, an adultcrous 
one, and to the end an illicit one ; that the passing her off as 
as his wife was illusory ; and that a connection so beginning 
cannot by mere continuance constitute a marriage by habit 
and repute, The defender, on the other hand, contended 
that although, previous to 1784, the connection was illicit, 
it became a matrimonial connection by consent, by cohabi- 
tation and repute; that after 1784 the parties were quite 
free to enter into a marriage, and that, in point of fact, they 
did so by the Scotch law. Mr. Cobalt recognized Mrs, 
Ludlow, treated her as his wife, left her on one occasion a 
power of attorney to act as his wife, and even inhibited her at 
one time from acting as his wife, and that William John, if 
born a bastard, was at least legitimatized per subsequens 
matrimonium. The case originally came before Lord Bar- 
caple as Lord Ordinary, and after lengthened pleadings and 
inquiry, he found in favour of Glenfalloch. The pursuer 
2 ape to the First Division, who called the other judges 
of the court into their councils. One Judge, Lord Kinloch, 
got leave to withdraw on account of his propinquity to the 
pursuer, but the eight judges consulted, whose opinions 
were boxed on Saturday, were unanimous in adhering to the 
Judgment of the Lord Ordinary. 
_ To-day their Lordships in the First Division formally de- 
livered judgment. The Lord President and Lord Deas were for 
Glenfalloch, aud Lords Curriehill and Ardmillan were for 
Boreland. Counting the consulting judges, there were ten 
or, With the Lord Ordinary, eleven) to two in favour of 
lenfalloch. 
Boreland will doubtless go to the House of Lords, who 
will ibly (not from superior knowledge of the law of 
Scotland, but from English sympathies) reverse the decision. 








Mr. Justice Keogh received the degree of Doctor of Laws, 
honoris gy” the summer commencement of the University 


of Dublin, on Wednesday. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 

The sixth annual festival, in aid of the funds of this 
praiseworthy association, was held on Friday last at the 
Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn; the Lord Chief Justice of 
England in the chair. 

he following were among the guests:—The Lord Chief 

Justice of England, in the chair; Mr. Justice Lush; Edward 
James, Esq., Q.C., M.P.; J. J. Powell, Esq., Q.C.; Dr. 
Deane, D.C.L.; C. Milward, Esq., Q.C.; Mr. Serjeant Tindal 
Atkinson; W. J. Payne, Esq. (Recorder of Buckingham) ; 
Thomas Norton, Esq. (Queen’s Coroner and Attorney); Mr. 
Secondary Potter; A. E. Miller, Esq.; J. Anderton, Esq. 
(Chairman); Thoma3 Harrison, Esq. (Depnty-Chairman); 
E. W. Cox, Esq.; William Strickland Cookson, Esq. ; J. 
Anderson Rose, Esq. (London); C. A. Smith, Esq. (Green- 
wich); J. S. Torr, Esq. (London); E. E. P. Kelsey, Esq. 
(Salisbury); William Chubb, Esq. (London); H. Sturmy, 
Esq. (London); Freeland Filliter, Esq. (Wareham); E. Row- 
cliffe, Esq. (London); H. Roweliffe, Esq. (London); J. 
Fluker, Esq. (London); Rev. J. T. Davidson (London); R. 
F. Showler, Esq. (London); J. B. Moncton, Esq. (London); 
S. Smith, Esq. (London); C. J. Rawlings, Esq. (Romford) ; 
W. C. Metcalfe, Esq. (Epping); J. H. Oldman, Esq. (Gains- 
borough); E. Mackeson, Esq. (London); E. Hedger, Esq. 
(Londan); G. R. Dodd, Esq. (London); H. T. Young, Esq. 
(London); L. Crombie, Esq. (London); T. Worthington, 
Esq. (Derby); D. Cameron, Esq. (London); W. Yewd, Esq. 
(London); G. F. Carnell, Esq. (Sevenoaks); H. Dyte, Esq. 
(London); C. H. Gates, Esq (Lutterworth); W. B. Gates, 
Esq. (Northampton); G. C. Greenway, Esq. (Warwick) ; W. 
Gee, Esq. (Bishops Stortford); T. Hodgson, Esq. (York); 
H. Walker, Esq. (London); W. Murphy, Esq. (Welling- 
borough); J. Sharp, jun., Esq. (Southampton); W. Nash, 
Esq. (London); J. Laker, Esq. (London); H. D. Phillips, 
Esq. (London); W. Allen, Esq. (Worcester); W. J. Street, 
Esq. (London); T. Clutterbuck, Esq. (Worcester); E. O. 
Barnes, Esq. (London) ; F. Hoole, Esq. (Sheffield) ; D. Woolf, 
Esq. (London); &c. 

After the usual loyal toasts had been disposed of, 

The CuairMan proposed ‘‘The Army, Navy, and Volun- 
teers,” coupling with it the name of Captain Moncton. 

Captain Moncron, in responding, said he was aware of 
the golden rule, ‘*no talking in the ranks,” and with the 
recollection of that he shonld not make a long speech. 
Whilst sincerely hoping England might not be called upon 
to resort to the services of the volunteers to defend her 
shores against invasion, he had no doubt that if the necessity 
arose, Britons would do, as they always had done, their duty. 

Mr. Epwarp James, Q.C., M.P., proposed ‘‘The Lord 
Chancellor and her Majesty’s Judges.” Whatever might be 
said of the great merits of the army, the navy, and the 
volunteers, there was no body of men to whom the country 
was more deeply indebted than to her Majesty's judges. At 
all times, be it in time of peace or war, they were appointed 
to discharge duties in which the interests and the privileges 
of Englishmen were deeply involved, and there was no body 
of men who had, from generation to generation, more satis- 
factorily discharged the duties devolving upon them. They 
had at the present time at the head of the profession a man 
who was well known to them all, an individual distinguished 
not only for the exercise of judicia! duties in every branch 
of the profession, but who had also been long known and 
long tried at common law. Trained and educated in the 
equity courts, he was called to fulfil the dutics of a common 
law judge, and he brought to the discharge of them qualifi- 
cations which might have been equalled by many others, 
but had certainly never been surpassed in firmness of pur- 
pose, in courtesy of demeanour, and gentleness towards all 
those who were brought into contact with hin. It would 
ill become him, in the presence of the Lord Chief Justice, to 
state the opinion which he entertained of him, and which, if 
he were not there, he would give expression to, and which 
he was sure would be responded to by all. They had like- 
wise with them another distinguished ornament of the bench, 
Mr. Justice Lush, and it had been tiuly said that he hed 
well earned the dignity to which he had attained; and no 
man better merited to have reached his position. He hoped 
that Mr. Justice Lush might be spared for many years to 
discharge those functions which ho so well performed now; 
and he would couple with the toast which it was his duty to 
submit, the name of Mr. Justice Lush. 
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The Hon. Mr. Justice Lusu said he regarded the toast 


‘as embracing the whole judicial body, the Lord Chancellor 


being entitled to the highest respect at the head. As a 
hamble member of that body he would return his own 
thanks, and those of his brethren in general, for the hand- 
some manner in which the toast had been proposed, and for 
the enthusiasm with which it had been received. If he 
were not a very junior member of the body he should feel 
it a presumption to give utterance to a conviction which had 
taken hold of his mind for many years—and which was 
there long before he had any idea of attaining his present 
position, which was, that there was no class of public 
servants who enjoyed so large a share of the respect and 
confidence of their fellow subjects as the judges of the land. 
That they had enjoyed that for so many years was the best 
proof that they deserved it. There was a deep-rooted con- 
viction in the public mind that whatever might be a man’s 
station in life, whatever might be his politics, his religion, 
his ability—nay, whatever might be his character or merits, 
apart from the particular subject of litigation, he was sure 
to have justice in the courts of the realm. One could not 
but feel it was a high honour to belong to such a body, and 
he felt peculiarly fortunate in being attached to a Court 
presided over by one—he had not the forbearance of his 
learned friend—he might say without disparagement 
to any, of the most high-minded, conscientious-talented 
administrators of justice that ever sat upon the bench. He 
could not express how much comfort he felt in his pro- 
motion to his office by knowing that he was in such 
association and under such a head. If ever he failed in 
keeping up to the standard which he proposed to himself, 
it would not be for want of a noble exemplar before him ; 
but so long as he had his kindness and the benetit of him 
as a colleague, he hoped that he might never be permitted 
to do anything in his judicial career to diminish that esteem 
which was accorded to the judges of the land by the British 
nation generally. Of the Lord Chancellor in his judicial 
character he did not feel called upon to say anything 
specially, because he was quite sure that his lordship was 
one who shared as much as any of his predecessors in that 
esteem and respect which the judicial body enjoyed. 

Mr. E. E. P. Ketsey (Salisbury) proposed ‘‘ The Bar,” 
coupling with it the name of J. J. Powell, Esq., Q.C. He 
said they were all fully aware of the honour, the honesty, 
tie worth, and the ability of members of the bar. As solici- 
tors they knew how often they were indebted to the bar for 
advice and assistance ; and, therefore, he had the very 
greatest pleasure in proposing to them the toast which it 
was his honour to submit. 

Mr. J. J. Poweit, Q.C., responded, and assured the 
assembly, on behalf of the bar generally, but especially of 
those who were present, that in accepting the invitation to 
join them that evening they most gladly recognised their 
friendship ; and, further, as practical men acquainted with 
the vicissitudes of life, knowing well the wear and tear 
of professional business, and the consequent necessity for 

rovision against age and infirmity; knowing, also, how 
requently the most honest and industrious efforts to make 
that provision failed, the Bar of England joined in sympathy 
and benevolence with those who originated, and whose 
g nherosity was now supporting and endeavouring to extend, 
the blessings of the association. He hoped the bar of 
England, as now constituted, was not unworthy of its 
historic fame, or unequal to the discharge of its duties. 
There was not now, as formerly, frequent calls for the 
highest class of forensic ability, because public and private 
rights were in these days better understood. But, never- 
theless, should the occasion arise, there would be found 
men whose ability would equal a Brougham, an Erskine, a 
Denman, and ve bat whose names would readily occur to 
them, and it would be found that they embodied the spirit 
of their illustrious predecessors in whose footsteps they 
were willing to walk, It was not the time to discuss the 
relative duties of one branch of the profession to the other, 
bat he might be permitted to remark, with reference to the 
obligations of the bar to solicitors, that the bar was indebted 
to a number of very eminent men who, in various times of 
legal history, had come from one branch of the profession 
to the other—snen not more distingnished for their genius 
and learning than for the honourable manner in which they 
discharged their duties. He would also say that the bar 
was under obligations to the solicitors in this respect, that 
there had been many a man whose talents Beas id ever 
have been hid had not the sagacity of some member of the 





other branch of the profession discovered those talents, and 
given him the opportunity of distinguishing himself, and, 
thereby, placing himself in the front ranks of the profession. 
There was one other obligation resting upon both branches 
of the profession, namely, the duty of giving proper educa. 
tion and instruction to the young men whom t a 
look to see as their future professional brethren. No duty 
was more incumbent and none was more honestly performed 
in the present day. He believed that the Lab ba perform- 
ance of that duty had been most beneficial to the profession 
and the public. The higher class of education given had 
promoted amongst them more mutual respect and increased 
their confidence in each other. It had also attended to 
increase their devotion to the proper discharge of their 
duties, and, as respected the public, he believed the effect 
would be that it would secure for them a race of lawyers, 
gentlemen by practice as well as by professicn, learned in 
fact as well as by courtesy, but, at the same time, as men 
of the world, not unmindful of the honorarium, and who 


were, above all, attached to the earnest and ardent pursuit. 


of truth and justice. 

The Lorp Cuter Justice, in proposing the toast of the 
evening—‘‘ The Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, and may 
Prosperity attend it,” said—Whilst the duty of proposing 
the toast was a welcome and pleasing one, he could not help 
feeling that there was a great drawback connected with it. 
There was nothing so tedious as an oft-told tale, and he 
must acknowledge he was conscious that he could add 
nothing on the subject of the toast which had not, on the 
occasion of former anniversaries of the association, been 
better said than he could hope to advance it. In truth, the 
thing spoke for itself. It was only necessary that the 
purpose and the object of the association should be known 
to command from every man a cordial approbation and 
goodwill towards it. Happily, in this country, owing to the 
ability, the intelligence, the attention, and the character of 
the solicitors of England, and the complicated system of 
business in which men were engaged, the necessity on the 
part of the community to resort to members of the legal pro- 


fession for assistance and advice in the transactions of every . 


day, secured to the great body a competent and adequate 
means of subsistence, as well as honourable social position. 
But in a profession which counted its members by thousands 
it would be unreasonable to expect that all should be suc- 
cessful. Some in the great race of professional competition 
would fall by the way. The calamities and misfortunes to 
which they were subject, the possibility of health and 
strength of mind and body in the pursuit of an arduous 
profession giving way, must of course cause many not to 
secure that position which they desired that should 
reach. There must, therefore, be numbers who stood in 
need of assistance from such an association as that whose 
6th anniversary they were celebrating. When health and 
strength failed, as they might in the outset of a career, what 
could a man do except for the aid and the succour which 
such an institution furnished? In how many instances did 
premature decay and early death cut short a career which 
might otherwise be a prosperous and a happy one? And 
how many a man in dying had had the pangs of death 
increased by the painful consciousness that he left behind 
him those who had no adequate sustenance? In such cir- 
cumstances and on such occasions the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association caine forward, and by its timely aid smoothed 
the deathbed of the dying and brought health and strength 
back again to the overworked and failing. Again, many 
a man whose course had been ‘arrested by misfortune 
or by infirmity had, by means of temporary relief fur- 
nished by the association, outlived the days of trouble 
and anxiety and made a fresh start in life, and, push- 
ing onward, was in the future enabled to achieve the 
object of his laudable ambition and desires, To recur to 
what he had before alluded to, if a man’s career were cut 
short by a premature death, leaving behind him a suffering 
and afflicted family, the assistance which such an institution 
afforded for a time kept the wolf from the door till they had 
an opportunity of turning round and secing by what means 
they could provide for the future, JTherefore, such an 
association was deserving of all encouragement from those 
whose practice was prosperous, whose means were ample, 
whose future was secure, and also from others who must be 
aware that they were not in the same happy «nd prosperous 
condition, and that if accident, or illness, or infirmity over- 
took them they had those depending upon them for whom 
they had been unable to make anything like adequate pro- 


> a ne a 





— eee ona OOD ew © a FT” 


Sune 30,1866. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


839 








vision. It was an,institution in which every man connected 
with the profession of the law ought to feel a deep and 
abiding interest, and he felt sure that very little was 
needed from him in order to induce them cordially to uphold 
the efficiency of that great, that most valuable and 
meritorious institution. One could not but regret to find 
from the last report which had been issued that the 

rosperity and the advancement of the association had not 
aa all that could be desired. At the same time it was 
satisfactory to know that it had not lost ground ; that, 
although its progress was slow, it was steady and sure, and 
he could not but believe that as the objects, the merits, and 
the excellencies of it became more and more known, the 
sphere of its usefulness would be increased, and its means 
of doing good added to abundantly. 

Mr. E1rre, the secretary, then read a list of donations 
and subscriptions, amounting, in the whole, to about £700, 
of which sum the Lord Chief Justice contributed twenty 
guineas, in addition to a previous donation of ten guineas. 

Mr. H. T. Youne, one of the directors of the association, 

roposed ‘‘ The Health of the Right Hon. the Lord Chief 
Justice of England,” and, in doing so, expressed his regret 
that the duty devolving upon him had not been placed in 
better hands, It was unnecessary for him to refer to the 
brilliant career of his lordship at the bar. 
grateful to him for coming amongst them and aiding them ; 
for descending from the dignity of the ermine to be present 
on that occasion in order to use his powerful eloquence and 
plead strongly and ant eyes | in behalf of the claims of the 
association. He should be glad, indeed, if the words which 
had fallen from the lips of the Lord Chief Justice should 
ring through the ranks of the profession, and that the 
members of it would act in harmony with them, and come 
forward in behalf of their fellow men. 

The Lorp Curer Justice, in responding, said it had given 
him the greatest possible gratification to preside on the 
occasion. He would have done so before if his health had 
not prevented his doing so. His purpose in coming had 
been, first, to show his interest in, and admiration for the 
association, and, secondly, to manifest his ears respect 
and regard for the body of solicitors. He had passed many 
years of his life in the noble profession of the law, in its 
various stages as junior counsel, in the race of competition 
when he got into practice ; and, lastly, as a member of the 
judicial bench ; and he had been brought into constant daily, 
and almost hourly contact with solicitors. He could say, 
without the slightest desire to outstrip what was perfect 
sincerity and truth, that all he had seen of that great and 
honourable body had impressed him with a deep, unaltered, 
and unalterable sense of the ability, the zeal, the integrity, 
and the honour of it. The marvel to him had been that, 
in a profession so numerous, there were so few upon whom a 
shadow of reproach could be cast. One of the greatest sub- 
jects of.commendation was the earnestness with which they 
sought to maintain the integrity of their profession ; to 
punish and expel from it anyone who brought dishonour 
_ it, so as to stand before their fellow-countrymen, as to 
whose affairs they were called on, in the numerous and 
complicated transactions of life, to give advice, as worthy of 
confidence and reliance ; and he believed they justly deserved 
it. Hecould assure them, that although he had the honour to 
preside in the Court of Queen’s Bench, he did not know 
that a greater compliment had been paid to him throughout 
his professional career than when he observed the anxiety 
which they had been pleased to manifest in order to secure 
his attendance on that occasion. He thanked them from 
his heart that they had done him the honour, and for the 
way in which his name had been received. He took it as 
an earnest of their goodwill, and of their conviction that, 
whether or not he could approach, even at immeasurable 
distance, those who had preceded him in the post he un- 
worthily held, at least it was believed by the profession and 
the public at large that he was inspired by an earnest and 
honest desire to do his duty in that station in which he had 
been placed. If he was anxious to secure the good will and 
_ opinion of the members of the bar, he was not the less 

esirous to conciliate the good will, esteem, and regard of 
the solicitors of England. 

Mr. A. E. Minier said it was with the utmost astonish- 
ment that he found himself called upon to address the meeting. 
He had had no idea that such pete be the case until within 
the last few moments, but, inasmuch as the duty had 
devolved upon him, he must endeavour to perform it. He 
had, at least, this advantage, that the toast which it was 


They were’ 





| 


his pleasure to propose was one which required no advocacy , 
to commend it to every one who heard him. They had 
heard on that occasion names mentioned which were illus- 
trious in the past and in the present, but there were other 
persons whose names were not known in the history of the 
times, and who, probably, would not individually live in 
their memories. Nevertheless, they were men who were 
deserving of much honour from those who were benefitted 
by their exertions, and whose names ought to be welcomed 
with as much enthusiasm, not only by the personas for 
whom they laboured, but by those with whom they were 
associated. The toast which he had to propose was ‘* The 
Directors, Auditors, and Stewards,” and they were persons 
without whose efforts it would be im ossible to carry on 
such an association. When he told them that he had to 
couple with that toast the name of a gentleman who had 
from the very first been connected most intimately with 
the interests of the association, and to whom, in a great 
measure, the existence of the institution was due, he was 
sure that they would receive the toast with the utmost 
enthusiasm. The gentleman whose name he begged to 
associate with the toast was Mr. Thomas Harrison. They 
all knew that he was a gentleman who had been from the 
earliest commencement the very life and soul of the asso- 
ciation, he had toa great extent taken the labouring oar, 
and was one to whom it might almost be said the associa- 
tion owed its vitality. He would, therefore, submit to 
them with the very greatest pleasure ‘‘The Directors, 
Auditors, and Stewards,” coupling with the toast the name 
of Mr. Thomas Harrison. 

Mr. THomas Harrison responded in a speech which 
was characterized by much feeling. 

Mr. C. A. SmirH proposed ‘‘ The Visitors,” coupling with . 
it the name of Dr. Deane. 

Dr. DEANE responded, expressing a hope that the pre- 
sence of the visiturs had been of some material use to the 
association, and the company shortly afterwards dispersed. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

The Annual General Meeting of this society took place 
in the hall of the society, Chancery-lane, London, yesterday. 
The Chair was taken by William Williams, Esq., the Presi- 
dent. The minutes of the last annual special general meet- 
ing having been confirmed, the president stated the vacan- 
cies in the council. Mr. Alfred Bell was elected president, 
and Mr. Bartle John Laurie Frere, vice-president of the 
society. Mr. Edward Frederick Burton, Mr. John Moxon 
Clabon, Mr. James Leman, Mr. Park Nelson, Mr. Frederick 
Iltid Nicholl, Mr. Arthur Ryland, Mr. John Welchman 
Whateley, Mr. William Williams, Mr. Robert Wilson, and 
Mr. John Young, were re-elected members of the council. 
Mr. John Hollams was elected a member of the council in 
the room of Mr. John Coverdale, resigned. Mr. Charles 
James Palmer, Mr. Nathaniel Tertuis Lawrence, and Mr. 
William James Farrer were re-elected auditors of the ac- 
counts of the society. 

The report of the council was approved. 

The report of the auditors was also approved. 

The Prestpent stated that Mr. James Scott, of 11, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields, had announced his intention of placing 
at the disposal of the council of the society the sum of 
£1,000 for the purpose of founding a scholarship or prize 
for candidates at the examinations; also that the Honourable 
Society of New-inn would give the sum of ten guineas 
annually for the purpose of a prize or prizes for candidates 
at the final examinations. 

It was resolved that the thanks of the society be presented 
to Mr. Scott for his munificent donation, and also to the 
Society of New-inn. 

The thanks of the meeting were presented to the Chair- 
man, not only tor his able conduct in the chair, but for his 
labours connected with the Courts of Justice Commission. 

The following is a copy of the principal portions of the 
report in qr estion :— 

Since issuing their Jast annual report, the council have 
been much occupied in the consideration of several important 
matters connected with the administration of the law, some 
of which are specially interesting to that branch of the 
profession to which the members of this society belong. 

The society now comprises upwards of 2,100 members, or 
more than a fifth part of the whole number of practising at- 
torneys and solicitors; and the council consider it to be a 
subject for congratulation that the usefulness of the society 
has been so fully recognised as to induce such a lange propor: 
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tion of the profession to enrol their names among its members; 
. and the council confidently expect that each succeeding year 
will bring a still further accession of strength and influence 
to the society. 

The concentration of the law courts and offices, and their 
erection on a site immediately contiguous to the hall, and 
other buildings of the society, must, apart from any other 
considerations, tend greatly to increase the numbers of the 
society ; and it is hoped that by this means, as well as by 
the judicious exercise of its influence and authority, the 
importance and usefulness of the society may be still further 
extended. 

The council propose to notice, as briefly as possible, the 
subjects which have from time to time engaged their atten- 
tion. 

CONCENTRATION OF THE LAw CouRTs AND OFFICES. 

This subject has for many years past been prominently 
noticed in the annual reports of the council; for, setting 
aside even the interest which the public have in seeing that 
the law is administered in buildings suitable to the purpose, 
and worthy of the nation, the increase of facilities to legal 
practitioners in the transaction of their business, as well as the 
diminution in expense, both to themselves and their clients, 
render this concentration an object, in the attainment of 
which this society, as representing au important branch of 
the legal profession, has taken the deepest interest ; and the 
more so, perhaps, because the members of this branch of the 
profession come more directly in contact with the suitors, 
jurymen, witnesses, and general public, who suffer so much 
inconvenience from the existing arrangements of the courts 
and offices. 

Immediately after the bills received the Royal assent, a 
. commission was appointed to carry the measure into effect ; 
and on this commission the attorneys and solicitors were 
represented by three members of the council—viz., the pre- 
sident for the time being, Mr. John Young, and Mr. W. 
Strickland Cookson. 

The Royal Commissioners entered upon their labours im- 
mediately after their appointment, and in the course of their 
deliberations they have invited the aid of the society in the 
consideration of several subjects of importance, upon which 
the practical knowledge of attorneys and solicitors of ex- 
perience was required. 

The council have accordingly, with the assistance of the 
provincial law societies, several solicitors of known standing 
and ability in London, and a committee formed of the 
managing clerks of firms of extensive practice, made various 
suggestions to the Royal Commissioners connected with the 
arrangements of the courts and offices; and, as a matter 
affecting more peculiarly the convenience of the members of 
this society, the council have pointed out to the Commis- 
sioners, that inasmuch as many of the London members of 
the Society, together with a considerable number of mem- 
bers from the country, are in daily attendance at the 
various courts of law and offices, a direct communication 
between the new courts and offices, and the hall and build- 
ings of this society, by means of a bridge over Bell-yard, on 
the level of the ccurts, may possibly be required for the 
more convenient transaction of the business in which mem- 
bets of the society will be engaged. 

The council, therefore, requested the Royal Commissioners 
to take the subject into considzration, and direct the com- 
peting architects, in the preparation of their plans, to have 


regard to the possibility of such a communication being re- | 


quired. 

To the subject of the concentration of the offices in which 
charges on land are now registered, much time and attention 
has been devoted by the council, and a draft of a bill has 
been prepared, under their direction, for giving effect to 
their proposed alterations of the law in this respect. 

The draft bill, which is entitled *‘A Bill to Facilitate 
Searches for Estate Charges,” has been already submitted to 
Lord Romilly, who entirely approves of its principle ; and 
at his Lordship’s suggestion, it will be laid before the Lord 
Chancellor after it has received further consideration on 
several points which were raise on the discussion which 
took place when Lord Romilly received a deputation from 
the council to consider the proposed bill. 

REMUNERATION OF SoLiciTors, 

In their last report, the council, after explaining the 
course adopted by them in their efforts to bring about an 
effective ¢ in the existin 
solicitors, stated that the draft 





, the remission of the tax, it wou 


mode of remunerating | 
sone proposed new orders | 


had been submitted to Lord Chancellor Westbury, and tha 
it was understood that his Lordship would forward them to 
the other judges for consideration, before whom the special 
committee, entrusted with the conduct of the matter, were 
to have an opportunity of being heard, if necessary. 

The retirement of Lord Westbury very soon followed, and 
after the long vacation the council addressed a letter to Lord 
Chancellor Cranworth, in which the proceedings of the com. 
mittee and their communications with Lord Westbury were 
fully explained. Copies of the papers which had been sub- 
mitted to Lord Chancellor Westbury were at the same time 
forwarded to Lord Chancellor Cranworth, with a request 
that his Lordship would be pleased to give the subject his 
best attention. The committee also stated that they were 
prepared to wait upon his Lordship to afford any further 
explanation which might be considered necessary before the 
proposed order was made. 

The council shortly after received an answer from the 
Lord Chancellor, to the effect that the subject was very much 
considered when his Lordship formerly held the Great Seal, 
and the result was that, on the report of the Lord Justice 
Turner and Vice-Chancellor Wood, a new scale of remunera- 
tion was framed—that he would, however, again consider 
the matter, but could not pledge himself to adopt the suy- 
gestion. 

The observation made by the Lord Chancellor with refer. 
ence to the scale of fees, rendered it desirable that the coun. 
cil should point out to his Lordship that the changes con- 
templated by the proposed new order are chiefty directed to 
an improvement in the existing system of remunerating 
solicitors, by enlarging the discretionary powers of the tax- 
ing-masters, and not necessarily to an increase in the amount 
of their fees ; and, in addressing a letter to the Lord Chan- 
cellor to this effect, the council took occasion to direct the 
attention of his Lordship to the propriety of removing the 
restrictions which now prevent the remuneration of solicitors 
from being fixed by contract. 

The council regret that they have not, up to the present 
time, received any further communication from the Lord 
Chancellor on this subject. 

ATTORNEYS’ CERTIFICATE Durty. 

In consequence of the resolution passed on the 19th May, 
1865, by the House of Commons, on the subject of the 
Attorneys’ Annual Certificate Duty, the council, after com- 
municating with the law societies of Ireland and Scotland, 
and the provincial law societies in England, determined to 
a a bill, to be made applicable to the United Kingdom, 

aving for its operation the reduction of the duty to an 
uniform annual payment of five shillings. 

The council think it right to.state that the Law Society 


, of Ireland would have much preferred that the bill should 


abolish the entire duty; but the council concurred in 


| opinion with the leading law societies in Scotland, and the 


provincial law societies of England, that the preservation of 


| the machinery created by the Attorneys’ Acts of 1843 and 


1860, for effecting an authorised registration of all attorneys 
and solicitors entitled to practise, and the compilation of an 


| authentic law list, together with the maintenance of the 


control by these means obtained over the irregular practi- 


| tioners, was so manifestly important to the “eae body of 


respectable members of the profession, that the more con- 
venient course would be so to frame the bill as not to inter- 
fere with the existing system of registration, and to reduce 
the duty to the nominal sum of five shillings, which, while 


' wholly relieving the profession from any burdensome tax, 


would not be more than sufficient to defray the expenses 
attending the compilation of the law list by the officers of 
the Inland Revenue. 

After the bill had been placed in the hands of Mr. 


| Denman the counsel had an interview with that gentleman, 


who strongly advised that, having regard to the improba- 
bility of any surplus revenue being available this year for 

fa prejudicially affect the 
ultimate success of the measure if any attempt were made 


| to carry it under such unfavourable circumstances. 


The council acquiesced in the views expressed by Mr. 
Denman and other members of the Hguse who had taken an 
interest in the matter; and it has therefore been arranged 
that the introduction of the bill shall be postponed until 
a more favourable opportunity presents itgelf. 


Bankruptcy LAw AMENDMENT BILL. 
This bill was introduced early in the present session of 
Parliament as a Government measure, and is designed to 
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carry into effect the recommendation contained in the report 
of a select committee of the House of Commons for establish- 
ing by means of a single Act of Parliament a new code of 
bankruptcy law. 

The consideration of the bill was referred by the council 
to a sub-committee of their own body, who found’ many 
important objections, both in principle and detail, and 
defects and inconsistencies in the machinery provided for 
the working of the measure. 

It appeared, however, that it was to the principle of the 
bill that attention should in the first instance be directed ; 
and, accordingly, with the assistance of a gentleman of the 
bar well acquainted with the bankrupt law, and the prac- 
tice of the court, the committee framed a series of observa- 
tions on points as to which the bill seemed to require altera- 
tion or amendment. 

The subject is still under the consideration of the com- 
mittee, but they are not as yet in a position to report to the 
members the result of their deliberations. 

It is highly probable that, owing to the state of public 
business, the bill will not become law during the present 
session of Parliament ; but the council may find it desirable 
to communicate with the Attorney-General, who has 
charge of the bill. 

LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting heid at the Law Institution on Tuesday, 
the 26th {une inst., Mr. G. Sangster Green in the chair, 
the following question was discussed:—‘ Is the Irish Tenure 
and Improvement of Land Bill a satisfactory measure?” It 
was opened by Mr. J. Bradford, LL.B., in the affirmative, 
and upon being ultimately put to the meeting was decided 
in the negative. 


LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


UNIVERSITY COLLEGE. 

Mr. Russell H. W. Biggs, who obtained the prize in 
English Law, and the second certificate in Political Economy, 
at the recent examinations at University College, London, is 
a member of the profession, videlicet, an articled clerk. May 
hiscareer as a full-blown solicitor correspond tohisstartin life. 








COURT PAPERS. 


PUBLIC RECORD OFFICE. 
TABLE OF Frxs. 

For Authenticated Copies, per folio of 72 words : 
Documents tothe end of thereign of George II. 
Documents after tke reign of George ll. ...... 

For attendance at either House of Parliament, to 

be sworn 
For attendance at either House of Parliament, or 
elsewhere, to give evidence; or with 10 Records 
or less number ; each day 
Ditto ditto for each additional Record, 
a 
Vacatur ........... ri thew 
For attendance to receive Mortgage Money 
On Payment of Mortgage Money 
é (Signed). Romi.ty, M.R. 
Rolls House, 26th May, 1866. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 


Last Quoration, June 28, 1866, 
(From the Oficial List of the ac/ual business transacted.} 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


8 per Cent. Consols, 86% 
Ditto for Account, July 16, 88§ 
3 per Cent Reduced, 86 
New 3 per Cent., 864 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan, ’94 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan, ’73 — Ct. (last half-year) — 
Annuities, Jan, ’80 — Ditto for Account, — 

INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stock, 10} p Ct. Apr.'74 Ind, Enf. Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72 — 
Ditto for Account, Ditto, 54 per Cent , May, ’79 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, °7 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 


Ditto for Account, — A oa "64 
Do, Do., 5 per Cent,, Aug. ’66 100 
rtificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000, 5pm 


Ppr., 4perCent.— | Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 5 pm 


Annuities, April, ’85 

ho. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 — 

Ex Bills, £1000, 3 per Ct. par 
Ditto, £500, Do, par 

Ditto, £100 & £200, Do par 

Bank of England Stock, 54 per 





INSURANCE COMPANIES. _ 





Dividend | 
per annum | 


No. of 


shares Names. Shares. 
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50°0 
4000) 
40000 
10000 
20°00 
2700 
4600 
5000 
20000 
20000 
7500 
50000 
10000 
100000 
20001 


5 pe & bns 
40 pe & bs 
8 per cent 
77 1s 8d pe 
52 14s 3d pe 
5 per cent 
5 per cent 
5&3pshb 
5 per cent 
7 per cent 
16 per cent 
10 per cent 
324 pr cent 
8 pr cent 
6s p share 
5 per cent 
10 percent 
124 & bns 
20 per cent 
64 per cent 


Clerical, Med. & Gen. Life 
County ... " 
Eagle eco eee 
Equity and Law ... ose 
English & Scot. Law Life 
Equitable Reversionary... 
Do. New ... one oe 
Gresham Life... 
Guardian ... eco wie 
Home & Col. Ass., Limtd. 
Imperial Life se ee 
Law Fire ... 

Law Life ... 

Law Union ic pa 
Legal & General Life ... 
London & Provincial Law 
North Brit. & Mercantile 
Provident Life ... ese 
Royal Exchange... pe 
Sun Fire ... ons eee 
Do. Life ... oa 


RAILWAY STOCK. 
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Shares. Railways. id, | Closing Prices. 





91 
127 
114 

35 


Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Stock 


Bristol and Exeter .........ccccccssesseesseee 
Caledonian 
Glasgow and South-Western 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock . 
Do.. East Aratian Stock, No.2. 
Great Nor**ern 
Do., A Stuck* 1 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland; | 
Great Western— Original ........ E | 101 
Do., West Midland—Oxfor 
Do., do.— Newport 
Lancashire and Yorkshire 
London, Brighton, and South Coas 
London, Chatham, and Dover. 
London and North-Western. 
London and South-Western .... 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln. 
Stock ; Metropolitan hekzenenainala 
10 WIG es OW asks ieecvsthatiece ev ebecdventees 
Stock | Midland | 
Stock; Do., Birmingham and Derby ............) 
Stock | Nortit British 
Stock | North London 
10 | Do, 1864 
North Staffordshire. .........cccsecesescceeess 
Scottish Central 
South Devon ...... .o. 
South-Eastern 
Taff Vale..........0. oobens 
Do., C 














Stock | 
Stock | 
Stock | 
Stock 
Stock 
0 
Stock 
Stock 


* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 








Money Markets AnD City INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday night. 
The collapse of the Ministry has been a topic of conversation 
on ’Change, during the week; but it has had little eflect upon 
rices, the prevalent opinion being that, whatever Government 
in the ascendant, there will be an earnest endeavour to meet 
the legitimate demands of the people, and keep England aloof 
from the horrors of war. 

Many predicted that as soon as the war commenced in earnest 
prices would take a start forward ; and such has literally been 
the result. A better tone prevails everywhere. ‘The markets for 
Foreign Stocks, which, during the recent pressure, had become 
greatly depressed, have advanced, in some cases consiilerably ; 
and even bank and credit shares, which a few weeks ago the 
public were afraid to look at, are now purchased at enhanced 
quotations. 

The favourable harvest weather is not witlout its influence ; 
and there is everywhere a healthy tone prevalent. 

Some are disapppointed that the Bank directors did not reduce 
the Bank minimum one per cent. to-day, and it still remains at 
ten per cent. Should, however, no adverse circunistances inter- 
vene, a reduction of even two per cent. may be confidently looked 
for at an early date. 

On Monday Mr. Crawford, M.P., had an interview with 
several members of the Stock Exchange on the subject of the 
bill introduced into Parliament in reference te dealings in the 
shares of joint-stock companies. The hon, member listened 
attentively to tho suggestions which were made to him, and 
promised to use, at the fitting opportunity, the information 
which he had gathered. 

The announcement made on Monday that the old established 
bank of Sir Charles Price, Bart., Marryat, & Co., had suspended 

payment, thosgh it created little surprise, waa learned with re- 
| gret, for Sir Charles was much respected. It is said that a 

ual exhaustion has been 





going on for years in 
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with some Welch mines. The firm was established nearly a 
century since. The liabilities are roughly calculated at a 
— of a million, but the liquidation is expected to be satis- 
‘actory. 

On the same day (Monday) Messrs. Snead & Co., Bankers, 
of Chepstow, stopped. The authorised issue was about £9,387, 
and it latterly ranged from £6,400 to £6,700. Discounting 
largely, doubtful paper of a customer, is understood to have led 
to the catastrophe. 

Consols are 86} to 863 for money; and 863 to } for the 
account. 

The Bank return of to-day is regarded as favourable. 

The reserve of notes shows an increase of £279,225, the total 
standing at £4,346,545. The private securities have decreased 
£325,352, the aggregate representing £30,883,810. The stock 
of bullion indicates an increase of £191,279, the total amounting 
to £15,042,399. The Government balances show an increase of 
£676,987, the private balances a decrease of £331,607, and the 
Government securities exhibit an increase of £200,000. 

Vice-Chancellor Wood to-day, in a motion to remove the 
name of an allottee from the list of shareholders in the Russian 
(Vyksounski) Ironworks Company, decided against the company 
with costs. 

It was currently reported to-day that the attention of Vice- 
Chancellor Wood was about to be called to the conduct of a 
member of the bar, in connection with the recent publication in 
some of the journals of the er parte statements made by a plain- 
tiff who has filed a bill against one of the Credit companies. 
The matter, however, was not mentioned, and, probably, some 
explanation has been furnished. 

n the Foreign Stock Markets there has been some animation. 
Turkish have recovered at least 5 per cent. during the past 
fortnight. 

In the shares of the Credit and Finance Companies a large 
business has been transacted, especially in Crédit Foncier, which 
have improved £2 a-share, they now stand at 1} to 1 dis.; 
General credit have also improved to 13 to 1} dis. ; International 
Finance are 13 to 1} dis.; and London Financial, which have 
declined, 15 to 13 dis. 

In Bank shares there has been activity, and the following are 
the latest prices :—Shares of the Alliance Bank closed to-day at 
4 to 2 dis. ; those of the Consolidated Bank, } dis. to par; the 
Imperial Bank, 4 to 6 prem.; Imperial Ottoman, 2 to 1} dis. ; 
London and Brazilian, 10 to 5 dis. ; London Bank of Mexico, 
7 to 5 dis. ; Standard Bank of British South Africa, 15 to 13 dis.; 
and the European Bank, 13 to 11 dis. 

A moderate business has been done in Railway Stocks, but, 
with the exception of Great Eastern, which, on unfavourable 
reports, have relapsed, prices remain almost stationary. 

Vice-Chancellor Kindersley has confirmed the appointment of 
Mr. R. P. Harding and Mr. W. Turquand as official liquidators 
of Overend, Gurney, & Co. (Limited). 

Vice-Chancellor Wood has made an order for voluntarily 
winding-up the Imperial Mercantile Credit Company, and the 
petition in opposition presented by a shareholder was dismissed 
with costs. 

Yesterday an application was made in chambers to Vice- 
Chancellor Wood to adjourn the appointment of an official liqui- 
dator in the matter of English Joint Stock Bank for a month. 
His Honour acceded to the application, which was supported by 
shareholders representing 13,530 shares, and creditors to the ex- 
tent of £467,671. It is hoped that the business will be resumed 
as a country bank with a ion agency. 

Petitions have been presented to be heard before Vice-Chan- 
cellor Stuart on the 6th proximo, to wind-up the International 
Contract Company (Limited). 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
CHARLESLEY--On June 12, at Beaconsfield, the wife of G. A. 
Chariesley, Esq., of a son. 
GOODY—On Jane 23, the wife of H. Goody, Esq., solicitor, Colchester, 


of a son. 

LATHAN—On Jhne 22, at Notting Hill, the wife of F, L. Lathan 
Eeq., Barrister-at- Law, of a son. 

LOVEGRKOVE—On June 22, at Hatton, Middlesex, the wife of W. 
Lovegrove, Esq., of a son, 

SMITH—On June 25, at Orsett-terrace, Hyde-park, the wife of R. H. 
Smith, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

ARMSTRONG—SERLE—On June 2, at St. Luke’s, Cheltenham, J. 
T. M. Armstrong, Leq., to Anna F., daughter of the late W. A. Serle, 
¥eq., Kegistrar of her Majesty's Supreme Court, Madras, 

DOMMETT—WHITEHEAD— On June 21, at St. Pani’s, Kereall, Charles 
W. Dommett, ¥aq., Solicitor, London, to Mary F., daughter of W, 
D. Whitehead, Va., Moorfield, Manchester. 

FITZROV—bULTEEL-On June 26, at St. Andrew's, P| th. F. 
Fitzroy, E«q , Barrister-at- Law, Inner Temple, to Mary N., daughter 
of T H. Bulteel, Eeq., Devon. 

BICHMOND—MALK—On June 20, at Midealder, near Edinburgh, 8. 
Richmond, Eeq . M.D., son of K. Richmond, Ksq,, Barrister-at-Law, 
Hornsey. to Agnes &., daughter of the late J. Marr, Eaq., M.D, 


WHITE—ABRAM—On June 22, at the Parish Church, Hampstead, 





D. E. S. White, of the Educational Department, Madras, to Eliza, 
daughter of W. Abram, Barrister-at-Law, Temple. 
DEATHS. 

MAITLAND—On June 24, at Largo, G. R. Maitland, Esa., Writer to 
the Signet. 

PEAKE—On June 25, at Isleworth, Jane, daughter of the late T, 
Peake, Esq., Serjeant-at-Law, aged 64. 

REYNOLDS- On June 23, at Upper Harley-st, H. R. Reynolds, Esq., 
late Solicitor to the Treasury. 

SMYTH—On June 18, at Southend, Essex, Margaret, wife of C. s. 
Smyth, Esq., Solicitor. 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, uniess other Claimants appear 
within Three Months: — 

Barton, Cuare, deceased, George-row, Bermondsey, £250 New 3 per 
Cent. Annnities—Claimed by C. Lucey, executor of C. Barton. 

Browninc, Susanna, Hertford, deceased. £482 19s. 2d. O!d South 
Sea Annuities—Claimed by J. C. Dimsdale, the surviving executor, 

Firroy, Captain Patrick B., Cecil-st, deceased. £100 Reduced 3 
per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by W. Fitton, the executor. 

FrankcomBe, Saran, Beddington, Surrey, d ad. £40 Reduced 3 
per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by A. Frankcombe, the sole executor 
of William Frankcombe, the sole executor of Robert Frankcombe, 
the surviving executor of Samuel Hudson, the sole executor of §, 
Frankcombe. 

Trower, Rev. W.J., Weston, Steyning, Sussex, and Rev. G. C. Sux- 
ForD, Felpham, Sussex. £25 I6s, 10d. New 3 per Cent. Annuities 
—Claimed by Rev. W. J. Trower, now Bishop of Gibraltar, and Rey, 
G. C. Suxford. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


UW inding-up of Point Stock Compantes. 
Fripay, June 22, 1866. 
Limitep 1n CHaNncerY. 

Moore, McQueen, & Company (Limited).—Order to wind-up, made 
by the Master of the Rolls on June tl. Duncan & Murton, Sovth- 
ampton-st, Bloomsbury, solicitors for the petitioners, 

National Savings’ Bank Association (Limited).— Petition for winding- 
up, presented June 2i, directed to be heard before the Master of 
the Rolls on June 30. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry, solicitors for 
the petitioner. 

Leeds Woollen Extract and Spinning Company (Limited).—Petition 
for winding-up, presented June 18, directed to be heard before the 
Master of the Rolls on June 30. Hartley, John-st, Bedford-row, 
solicitor for the petitioner. 

Slate Mountain Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented June 20, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Kin- 
dersley on June 29. Parry, Robert-st, Adelphi, solicitor for the 
petitioners. 

Ottoman Company (Limited) —Petition for winding-up, presented 
June 19, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Wood on June 
30. Simpson & Cuilingford, Gracechurch-st, solicitors for the 
petitioner. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Free Trade Beneftt Building Society.—Vice-Chancellor Kindersley 
has appointed June 29 at 12, at his chambers, to settle the list of 
shareholders entitled to participate in the funds and assets of this 
society. All persons claiming to be shareholders are to prove the 
amounts claimed by them. by producing their share-books with 
the said society to the official liquidator, 19, Bread-st, Cheapside, 
on or before June 27. 

Tuespay, June 26, 1866. 
LimitTep tn CaaNncery, 

Argoed Colliery Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented June 22, directed to be heard before the Master of the Rolls 
on July 7. Blakeley & Beswick, Nicholas-lane, solicitor for the 
petitioner. 

Plym River Slab and Slate Company (Limited).— Petition for winding- 
up, presented June 25, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
Stuart on July 6. Pawle & Co, New-inn, Strand, solicitors for the 


petitioners. 

International Contract Company (Limited).—Petition for winding- 
up, presented June 26, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
meee on July 6. Abrahams, Gresham-st, Bank, solicitor for the 
petitioner. 

E. Selby & Company (Limited),—Creditors are required, on or before 
July 21, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to G. P, Kk. Grubb, 9, Gracechurch-st. 
Saturday, July 28 at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims. - 

Northfield Iron and Steel Company (Limited).—The Master of the 
Rolls has appointed James Boatwright Gibbons, 3, Bank-buildings, 
official liquidator, 

Universal Banking Corporation (Limited),—Ordor to wind-up, made 
by Vice-Chancellor Stuart on June 22, Rvuoks & Co, Eastcheap, 
solicitors for the petitioner, 

Uncimitrep in Caancery. 

Bank of London.—Creditors are required, on or before July 20, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
and claims, to James Edward Coleman, 16, Tokenhouse-yard, 
official liquidator, Friday, July <7 at 12, is appointed for hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Creditors under Estates in Chancery 
Last Day of Proof. 
Faivay, June 22, 1866, 
Clegg, Assheton, Prestwich, Lancastor, Esq. July 18, 
Clegg, M. k, 

Corrie, Kichd, Islington, July 18, Re Corrie, M, R, 

ly, Lorkin, Colney Hatch, Builder, July 19, Hockey v Ely, M. R. 


Hollins 9 
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Evans, John, King’s-sq, Goswell-rd, Water Gilder. July 2°. Evans 
v Ruffell, V. C. Wood. 

Padgett, Wm. Bradford, York, Manufacturer. 
Brown, V. C. Wood. 

Thaxter, Saml, Potter Heigham, Norfolk, Esq. 
Hayward, M. R. 


July 16. 
July 13. 


Tetley v 
Cubitt v 


Tvuespay, June 26, 186). 

Ashton, Rebecca, Queen’s-buildings, Brompton. July 21. Ashton v 
Hurlstone, M. R. 

Binns, John Holliday, Manningham, York, Gent. July 20. Hains- 
worth v Wilson. V. C. Stuart. 

Coekhill, John, Kirkstall, nr Leeds, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Rothery v Lodge, V. C. Stuart. 

Evans, Eliz, Gravesend, Spinster. July 25. 
Stuart. 

Hodg-on, Thos, Halifax, York, Surgeon. 
Hodgson, M.R 

Holt, Joshua, Teeds, Innkeeper. July 20. Leeds and County Bank 
(Limited) v Holt, V. C. Wood. 

Lamplugh, Hy, Gt Driffield, York, Ironmonger. Aug 4. Walker v 
Lamplugh, V. C. Stuart. 

Macdonald, Edwd Wm, Birm. July 16. McAlpinv Macdonald, M. R. 

Marsh, Wm, Hagley, Worcester, Gent. July 18. Blew v Marsh, M. R, 


Aug 4. 
Pidgeon v Evans, V. C. 


July 24. Hodgson vo 


Phipson, Thos Barrol, Heathfield House, Plumstead, Metal Merchant. 
July 20, Balfour v Phipson, V. C. Wood. 


Sreditors under 22 & 23 Pict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, June 22, 1866, 


Aiston, Sarah, Upper Lewisham-rd, New-cross, Spinster. July 31. 
W.& Il. P. Sharp, Gresham-house, Old Broad-st, 
Cook, Richd, Huggate, York, Farmer. Sept 1. Christie & Co, Leeds. 


Aug |. 


July 21. 


Cook, Stour- 


Green, 


Sept |. 


Crosthwaite, John, Carlisle, Cumberland, Gent. Aug2. S$. &S. G. 

Saul. Carlisle 

Davies Wm, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Grocer. Sept 1. Kidson, 
Sunderland. 

Creel. — Dexter, Highgate, Esq. July 10. I. & T. N. Sheffield, 

Ime-st, 

eee Soke, Winchester, Dealer. Sept 22. Lee & Best, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 

Grundy, John, Honnd, Southampton, Gent. Sept 7. Lee & Best, 
Lincoln’s-inn -fields. k 

Hemilton, John Quincey, Dunster-ct, Mincing-lane, Cotton Merchant. 
Sept i. Trehern & Co, Barge-yd-chambers, Bucklersbury. 

Hoyle, Ezra, Bradford, York, Beerseller. July 2!. Hutchinson, 
Bradford, 

Ives. Rice, Page-green, Grove-pl, Tottenham. Rivolta, 
Montague-st, Russell-sq. 

Keble, tev John, Hursley. Southampton, Clerk. July 18. Townsend 
& Co, Princes-st, Storey’s-gate, Westminster. 

Macdonald, Rev Douglas, West Alvington, Devon, Vicar. Aug 10. 
Macdonald & Brodrick, Salisbury. 

Torgoose, Wm, Wrangle, Lincoln, Farmer. Augl. Cooke, Boston. 

Tucker, Hy, Victoria-ter, Upper Grange-rd, Bermondsey. Sept 1. 
Robinson, Ironmonger-lane. 

TUESDAY, June 26, 1866. 

Adams, Mary Anne, Tamworth, Stafford, Draper. July 21. Nevill, 
Tamworth, 

Adney, Geo, Harley, Salop, Farmer. Scarth & Sprott, 
Shrewsbury. 

Barnard, ‘Thos, Saffron Walden, Essex, Miller. July 20. Collin, 
Saffron Walden. 

aed Tham West India Docks, Victualler. July 31. Randell, Grace- 
church-st, 

Cook, Hy, Stourport, Worcester, Ironmonger. Sept 1. 
port. 

Corn, Jas, Birm, Gent. July 31. Morgan, Birm. 

Godfrey, Eliz, Chipping-Barnet, Hertford, Licensed Victualler, Aug 
20. George, Chipping: Barnet. 

Goundrill, Matthew, Holderness, York, Farmer. Aug 1. Hedon, Hull. 

Greenslade, Mary Sarah, Blackheath, Widow. July 26. Vizard & 
C o, New-inn. 

Jones, Herbert Geo, Wilton-pl, Serjeant-at-Law. July 20. 
Mitre-ct-chambers, Temple. 

MacDougall, Alex Henderson, Charles-st, St James’-sq, Esq. Sept 30. 
Uptons & Co, Austin-friars. 

Miller, John Harrison, Norfolk-st, Park-lane, Esq. July 21, Mustard, 
Farnival’s-inn. ’ 

Monle, Saml, Hartlebury, Worcester, Innkeeper. Cook, 
Stournort. 

Post, Herman Otto, Loats-rd, Clapham-pk, Esq. Sept 1!. Druce & 
Co, Billiter-sq. Fi 

Robertson, Wm, Wigton, Cumberland, Bookseller. Aug 1. Carrick. 
Wigton. 
Dreds registered pursuant to Bankruptey et, 1861. 

Fripay, June 22, 1866, 

Abraham, John, Aldermanbury, Woollen Warehouseman. Juno 18. 
Comp. Reg June 22. 

Ashton, Richd Edwd, Thos Ashton, & Geo Fredk Ashton, Rams- 
bottom, Lancaster, Cotton Spinners. May 23, Asst. Reg June 20. 

Baines, Jas, Thos Miller Mackay, Joseph Greaves, John ‘Taylor, Wm 
Roberts, Lpoo), Shipowners. June 16, Inspectorship. Reg June 22. 

Bower, John, Huddersfield, York, Woollen Manufacturer. May 24. 
Asst. Reg June 21. 

Broudwood, Jutia, Wardour-st, Soho, Furniture Dealer. June 16, 

mp Reg June ?t, 

Capon, Edwd Geo; Birm, Laceman, June 8. Comp. Reg June 20 

Church, Saml King, Prisoner for Debt, London, Junell, Asst, Reg 
June 22. 

Clark, Geo, Sandwich, Kent, Draper. June 2, Comp. Reg June 20, 

Cook, Jas, Rushton Spencer, Macclesfield, Stafford, Silk Dyer, June 
20, Comp. Reg June 22, 

Cordingley, Chas, New-st, Kennington-pk-rd, Printer. June 18, 
Comp. Reg June 21. 





Cox, Saml, Shrewsbury, Salop, Grocer. May 29. Asst. Reg June 20. 

Daunt, Wm Hughes, Lpool, Iron Merchant. May 25. Inspectorship. 
keg June 20. 

my Hy, Huddersfield, Waste Dealer. June 14. Asst. Reg 
une 22, 

Duff, John Peter, Wm Monteith Cadell, & Geo Dunlop, Lpool, Mer- 
chants. June 16. Inspectorship. Reg June 20. 

Ellis, Wm, Tranmere, Chester, Builder. May 24. Asst. Reg June 20, 

Evans, John, Birm, Brass Founder. May 24. Comp. Reg June 19%. 

Foster, Wm Bodman, Dover, Kent, Linen Draper. June 2. Comp. 
Reg June 20. 

Hartshorne, Geo, & Danl Grainger, Dudley, Stafford, Iron Merchants, 
May 26. Asst. Reg June 20, 

Gaddes, Hannah, Gateshead, Durham, Widow. June 8 Comp. 


Reg Jane 19, 
Garratt, Thos, Thrapston, North ton, Butcher. May 28. Asst, 
Jane 8. Comp. 





Reg Jane 2}. + 

Garman, Hy John, New Kent-rd, Cab Proprietor. 
Reg June 19, 

Goodered, John Fredk, Rupert-st, Haymarket. Manager of a Refresh- 
ment House. June 18 Comp. Reg June 22. 

Gorman, Stephen Thos, Gosport Hants, Upholster. Junel. Asst. 
Reg June 20. 

Goss, John, & Wm Davies, Manch, Yarn Agents. May 31. Asst. 
Reg June 21. 

Hague, Saml, Manch, Oil Merchant. May 29. Comp. Reg June 20. 

—_——, Thos, Stafford, General Dealer. June 19. Comp. Reg 

une 22, 

Hamilton, Wm, Brighton, Sussex. May 30. Comp. Reg June 20. 

Hermann, Fredk, Bruad-st, Golden-sq, Cabinet Maker. June. Comp. 
Reg June 22. 

Huxley. Wm Thos, Angel-ct, Throgmorton-st, Gent. June!2. Asst. 
Reg June 21. 


~ Jackson, Sarah, Norton Hammer, Derby, Sickle Manufacturer. May 


24. Asst. Reg June 21. 
Jeffries, Jas, Crick, Derby, Contractor. 
teg June 21. 
Kingwell, Fredk, Upper St Martin’s-lane, Wheelwright. 
Comp. Keg June 19. 
Lamb, Saml, Manch, Tobacconist. May 28. Asst. Reg June 22. 
May 23.. Asst. 


Laramy, Joseph, Pilton, Devon, Wool Merchants. 
Laurence, Martin, & Phoebe Golding, Manch, Tailors, June 9. Asst. 


Reg June 20. 

Reg June z1. 
Lee, John, jun, Hunslet, Leeds, Druggist. May 23. Asst. Reg 
June 19. 


May 30. Inspectorship . 
Jane 18. 


Jane 20. 
Mathews, Chas Robt, High-st, Bloomsbury, Plumber. 
Comp. Reg June 2}. : 
Morgan, Jas Cornelius, Weston-under-Penyard, Ross, Hereford, Miller. 
May 22. Asst. Reg Jane 19. 
Morley, Eliz, & John Edmd Morley, Bolton-le-Moors, Lancaster, 
Hatters. June8. Comp. Reg June 22. . 
Nicholson, Hy Joseph. & Joseph Sturge Gilpin, Nottingham, Hosiery 
Manufacturers. May 24. Asst. Reg June 20. 

Osborne, Jas, Curtaiu-rd, Shoreditch, Wholesale Upholsterer. June 
8. Asst. Reg June 22. 

Page, Wm, & Robt Peel Page, Westminster-bridge-rd, Lambeth, Iron- 
mongers. May 28. Comp. Reg June 19. 
tchett, Thos, Rochdale, Lancaster, Woollen Manufacturer. June 
15. Asst. Reg June 21, 

Pexton, Saml, Scarborough York, Joimer. May 29. Asst. Reg 
June 22. 

Price, Wm Thos, Aldwyns, Gloucester, Draper. June 16, Comp. 
Reg June 20. 

Reeves, Sam}, Spencer-st, Shoreditch, Brush Manufacturer. June 20. 
Comp. Reg June 22. 

Robinson, John, Darlaston, Stafford, Screw Manufacturer. June 12. 
Asst. Reg June 2). 

Rosewarne, Hy, Birm, Wholesale Stationer. May 28. Comp. Reg 
Jane 21. 

Scott, John, Almondbury, York, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer. June 
9. Comp. Reg June 22, : 

Scrive, Joseph, Upper Cottenham-rd, Islington, Oilman, April lM. 
Comp.. Reg June 21. 

Smith, Jas, Bryan-st, Caledonian-rd, Pianoforte Maker. June 4. 
Comp. Keg June 22. : 

Smith, Chas, Claremont-pl, Upper Grange-rd, Bermondsey, Licensed 
Victualler. June5. Comp, Reg June 2%. 

Weber, Victor Ferdinand, Marie House, Tottenham, Merchant. June 
22. Asst. Reg Jnne 22. , 

Whibley, Thos Edwd, Westbourne-pl, Paddington, Stationer. June 
18. Comp. Reg June 22, 

Williams, Robt Noakes, Bristol, Looking Glass Manufacturer, May 
22. Asst. Reg June 19. 

Wilkes, Edwin, Stafford, Grocer. May 10. Comp. Reg June 20. 

Wright. Robt, Lamb Conduit-st, Linen Draper. May 34. Comp. 
Reg June 22. 

Wright, Saml, Sussex-st, Battersea-park, Smith. June 20. Comp. 
Reg June 22. 

Yardley, Hy, Ironbridge, Salop, Grocer. May 25. Asst. Reg Jane 20. 


Turspay, June 25, 1865, 

Baker, Wm, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Farrier. May 23. Comp. Reg 
June 23. 

Barnsdall, John Spensley, jun, Nottingham, Painter. 
Comp. Reg June 26. 

Bergmans, ‘Iheodore, Little Tower-st, Commission Merchant. May 
30. Comp. Reg June 23. 

Bott, Chas Robt, Birm, Attorney’s Clerk. June 20, Asst. Reg 
June 23. 

Bower, Nicholas Warren, Weymouth, Dorset, out of business, June 
i. Comp, Reg June x6. e 

Brassington, Thos, Forrest-hill, Kent, Beer Retailer, June 20. Comp. 
Keg June 26, ‘ 

Bren Geo Grundy, Manch, School Stationer, June8. Comp. Reg 

une 25, 

Buckham, John, Black-hill, Durham, Mercantile Clerk. June 4. 

Comp. Reg Jano 20. 





June 2. 
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Cox, John Pope, Broughton Lodge, Dulwich, Gent. 
Reg June 25. 

Curlewis, Hy Chas, Conduit-st, Regent-st, Tailor. May 28. Inspec- 
torship. Reg June 25. 

Davies, Thos, Penllongley, Flint, Farmer. 
June 26. 

Dixon, Thos, Gateshead, Durham, Provision Dealer. June 12. Asst. 
Reg June 26. 

Fenton, Holden, & Edwards, Queen’s Ferry, Flint, Wire Rope Manu- 
facturers. June 16. Asst. Reg June 22. 

Fernie, Wm Jas, Hy Fernie, & David Fernie, Lpool, Merchants. June 
19. Inspectorship. Reg June 25 

Frazer, Julius, & Joseph Isdell, Manch, Butter and Provision Mer- 
chants. June 5. Comp. Reg June 25. 

Galbraith, John Graham, Saml Joseph Redgate, & John Hy Elsworth, 
Threadneedle-st, General Merchants. June 14. Comp. Reg June 23. 

Green, Benj Clarence-pl, Woolwich-common, Clerk. June 20. Comp. 
Reg June 22. 

Goldsmith, John Chas, & Edwd Livermore Cross, London-st, Provi- 
sion Merchants. June 8. Comp. Reg June 23. 

Harrington, Robt, Farnham, Surrey, Watchmaker. June 15. 
Reg June 26. 

Harmer, Geo, Parsons Mead, Croydon, Builder. May 31. 
Reg June 23. 

Hayes, Richd Hayes, Cavendish-ter, Hackney, Comm Agent. 
19 Comp. Reg June 23. 

Higgin, Thos, & John Higgin, Lpool, Merchants. June 19. Asst. 
Reg June 25. 

ee Stroud, Gloucester, Grocer. May 29. Comp. Reg 

une 23. 

Hollins, John, Ardwick, Manch, Leather Cutter. June 20. Inspector- 
ship. Reg June 25. 

Hughes, John, Sparkbrook, King’s Norton, Worcester, Wood Turner. 
June l4. Asst. Reg June 23. 

James, Herbert, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Toy Dealer. June 9. Comp. 
eg June 23. 

Kelson, John, Gillingham, Dorset. May 29. Asst. Reg June 23. 

Lewis, Abraham, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jeweller. June 1, Comp. 
Reg June 26. 

Lloyd, Titus, Porthcawl, Newton Nottage, 
June l. Comp. Reg June 25. 

Lockwood, Thos, Wentworth, Wath-upon-Dearne, York, Innkeeper. 
May 29. Asst. Reg June 25. 

Lusty. Jas, Lay’s-hill, Walford, Hereford, Shoemaker. June 8. Asst, 
Reg Jane 22. 

Mackay, Wm, Hackney-rd, Attorney’s Clerk. June 23. 
Reg June 25, 

Moffatt, John, Botchergate, Carlisle, Tailor. June }. 
Jane 26. 

Moss, Geo Isaac, Nicholas-lane, 
June 25, 


May 28. Asst. 


May 30. Asst. 


Reg 


Assi. 
Asst. 


June 


Glamorgan, Tailor. 


Asst. Reg 


Gent. June 21. Comp. Reg 


Newhouse, Hy Lewis Titus, Mark-lane, Wine Merchant. June 22. | 


Inspectorship. Reg June 22. 

Peck, Thos Alfred Sam!, Orford-rd, Walthamstow, Greengrocer. 
Jane 19. Comp. Reg June 23. 

Penn, Richd, London-wall, Parasol Manufacturer. 
Reg Jane 25, 

Pickthall, Richd, Ulverston, Lancaster, Ironmonger. June 9, Asst. 
Reg June 23. 

Potter, Mary Sarah, Kirkby Stepben, Westmorland, Milliner. 
Comp. Reg June 25. 

Price, Thos, Northenden, Chester, Joiner. 
Jane 25, 

Reeves, Geo, St Mary’s-cray, Kent, Draper. May 28. Asst. Reg 
June 23, 


June 23. Asst. Reg 


Reynolds, Geo Waide, Bow-lane, Proprietor of Dining Rooms. May 25. Brook, Hy, Huddersfield, York. Waste Dealer. Pet June 20. Leeds, 


Asst. Reg June 21. 


Rosenthall, Adolphus, & Arthur Osmond, Fencharch-st, Merchants. | 
! 


June l. Comp. Reg June 23. 
Schofield, Hy, Birm, Hat Manufacturer. June 18. Comp. Reg 
June 26 


Slight. Herbert, Nottingham, Tobacconist. June 2. Comp. Reg | 


Jane 22. 

Tucker, Richd, & Benj Howlett, Brunswick-mews, Brunswick-sq, 
Coach Builders. June 21. Comp. Reg June 22, 

Turner, Geo. High-st, Notting-hill, Boot Maker. May 28. Comp. 
Reg June 25. 

Welch, Wm, East India-rd, Poplar, Timber Merchant. May 28. 
Asst. Reg June 21. 

Westlake, Edwd, Callington, Cornwall, Saddler. June 2. Comp. 
Reg June 25. 

Weston, John Hy, Kennington-rd, Lambeth, Chandelier Manufac- 
turer. May 29. Asst. Reg June 23. 

Whittle, Hy, Lpool, Provision Merchant. June 19. Inspectorship. 
teg June 25 

Winstanley, Thos, Windle, & Douglas Lee, St Helens, Lancaster, 
Painters. May 26. Comp. Reg June 22. 

Woodall, Hy, * Hy Alex Warmington, Dudley, Worcester, Iron Mer- 
chants. June i4. Comp. Reg June 2('. 

Worcester, John Randon, Cannon-st, Merchant. June 5. Inspector- 
ship. Reg June 23. 

BSankruypts. 
Faipay, June 22, 1866. 
To Surrender in London. 

Batty, Fredk, Aldershott, Army Cap Maker. Pet June 19. July 4 at 
2. Wetherfield. Coleman-st. 

Cocks, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 20 (for pan). July 
7 at ll. Dobie, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall st. 

Cooper, Thos, Mile-end-rd, Dealer in Fancy Goods. Pet June 20. 
July 7atli. Bennett & Stark, Furnival’s-inn. 

Couper, Saml Thos, Basinghall-st, Accountant. 
4at2, Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 

Cooper, John Whittington, Blantyre-st, Chelsea, out of business. 
Pet June 18, July 6atl. Peek & Downing, Basin, l-st. 

Curnock, Geo, High-st, C1mden-town, Wharfinger. June 18, 
July4atl. Tyrrell, Gray’s-inn-sq. 


Pet June 12. July 





Comp. | walkley, Arthur, Walworth-rd, out of business. Pet June 19. 


June 9. Binns, Saml, Bradford, York, Shopkeeper. Pet June 19. Leeds, July 


' Coombe, Wm, jun, Launceston, Cornwall, Basket Maker. 


Davis, Thos Archibald, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 19 
(for pan), July 3at1. Hope, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

Dawson, Joseph, South Hadley-st, Kentish-town, Builder. Pet June 
18. Julydatil. Edwards, Bush-lane. Cannon-st. 

Erich, Theodore, Godliman-st, Foreign Glass Importer. Pet June 18. 
July 3at 12. Miller & Miller, Sherborne-lane. 

Frith, Anthony Fras, Half Moon-st, Bishopsgate, Plumber. Pet 
June 18, July 4atl. Bastard, Philpot-lane, 

Fuller, Geo, Green’s-row, Camberwell, Smith. Pet June 20. July 11 
at ll. Munday, Basinghall-st. 
Hamilton, John, Thistle-grove, Brompton. Lieut. 
6at2,. Dangerfield & Co, Craven-st, Strand. 
Harcombe, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 19 (for pau). 
July 6 at 3. Munday, Basinghall-st. 

Hiscock, Josiah, Barford-st. Liverpool-rd, Comm Traveller. 
19, July 4 at2. Freston, Coleman-st. 

Jeffery, Thos Isaac, Timber Merchant. Adj June 18. Maidstone, 
July 4at2. Aldridge. 

Jeffs, Vm, Burlington Arcade, Piccadilly, Foreign Bookseller. Pet 
June 19, July 3atl. Wild & Oo, lronmonger-lane. 

Kennett, Richd Jas, jun, Clarence-pl, Clapbam-rd, Stationer. 
June 18. July 3at il. Croft, Montpellier-row, Lambeth. 

Marray, Michael, Jermyn-st, Comm Agent. Pet June 16. July 6 at 1. 
Pook, Lawrence Pountney-hill. 
liver, Emily, Vincent-ter, Islington, Widow. Pet June 20. July 7 
atll. Houghton & Wragg, St. Helen’s-pl. 

Prince, Jas, Hounslow, General Dealer. Pet June 15. July 6 at ll. 
Pittman, Upper Stamford-st. 
Reeves, Alfred Wm, King-st, Hammersmith, Colour Merchant. Pet 
June 20, July 3at i. Haynes, Serle-st, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Roby, John Boyles, Featherstone-st, City-rd, Stay Maker. 
19. July 3at 12. Mason, Symonds-inn, Chancery-lane, 

Saxby, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 18 (for pau). 
July 3at12. Munday, Basinghall-st. 

Sexton, John Joseph, Banningham, Norfolk, Farmer. 
July 3 at ll, Linklaters & Co, Walbrook. 

Starling, Benj, Labourer. Adj June 15. 
Aldridge, 

Stone, Edwin, Store-st, Bedford-sq, Cabinet Maker. Pet June 20. 
July 3at 1. Lewis, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 

Thwaites, John, North-row, Covent-garden-market, Fruiterer. Pet 
June 18, July3at 12, Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

Trumble, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 18 (for pau). 
July 6 at 2. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

Tucker, Donglas Alfred. Leadenhall-st, Merchant. 
July 3at 12. Moxom, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


Pet June 19. July 


Pet June 


Pet 


Pet June 


Pet June 18. 
Norwich, July 4 at 1. 


Pet June 13, 


July 
4at2. Lindus. Cheapside, 


| Weber, Peter, Southbury-ter. Carlton-rd, West Peckham, Baker. Pet 


June '6. July 3atit. Ody, Trinity-sq, Southwark. 


| Woodthorpe, Wm Thos, Shepperton-st, New North-rd, Carman. 


Pet June 18. July 3 at 11. 
To Surrender in the Country. 


Lewis, Wilmington-square. 


| Anstee, Alfred Fredk, Luton, out of business. Pet June 18. Luton, July 
June 6. Asst. 


fati0. Shepherd, Luton. 

Ash, Richd, jun, Stafford, Grocer. Pet March 8, Birm, July 4 at 12. 
Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Beer, Geo Cooper, Wareham, Dorset, Currier. Pet June 18. Exeter, 
July 4 at 2.30. Lacey. Wareham, 


5atil. Hutchinson, Bradford. 

Bolsover, Jas, Heeley, Sheffield, out of business, Pet June 2!. Shef- 
field, July 5 at 1. Chambers & Waterhouse, Sheffield. 

Bourne, Danl, Dudley, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Pet June 5. 
Dudley, July 5attl. Lowe, Dudley, 
Juiy 2at 11. Hesp & Owen, Huddersfield. 

Buckley, John, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Basket Maker. 
June 19. Ashton-under-Lyne, July 5 at 12. Drinkwater. 

Burdon, Wm, South Shields, Durham, Blacksmith. Pet June 20. 
pot amma ate July 13 at 12, Hodge & Harle, Newcastle- 
on-Tyne. : ‘ 

Burnley, Denby, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Pet June 20, Lpool, 
July 5at ll. Best, Lpool. 


Pet 


| Cairns, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Monmouth, Adj June 12. Bristol, 


July 4 at 11. 
Carr, Benj, Yarm, York, out of business, Pet June 19, Stockton-on- 
Tees, July 4at 12. Dodds, Stockton-on-Tees. 


Pet June 
19, Launceston, July 6at 11. Frost. 
ogee ty Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj June 14. Manch, 
uly 3 at 1). 
Drury, Wm, Hill Ridware, Rugeley, Stafford, Innkeeper. Pet June 
19. Birm, July 6at 12. James & Griffin, Birm, 
Dunkley, Wm, & Jas Hy Dunkley, Yeovil, Somerset, Pianoforte 
- _— Sellers. Pet June 20. Exeter, July 3 at 11.30, Watts, 
eovil. 
Evett, Emanuel Jas, Romsley, Worcester, Artist. 
Bromsgrove, July 5 at tl. Parry, Birm, 
Fenton, Ashworth, Manch, Cotton Spinner. Pet June 14. Manch, 
July 5atil. Boote & Rylance, Manch. 

Forster, Panl, Derby, Silk Throwster. Pet June 20, July 10 at 11. 
Briggs, Derby. 

Foster, John Skinner, Bracknell, Berks, Grocer’s Assistant. Pet 
Pet June 7. Windsor, June 25at11. Smith, Reading. 

Green, John Hollingdale, Norton, Gloucester, Miller. Pet June 18. 
Bristol, July 4 at 11, Wilkes, Gloucester, 

Green, Squire, Prisoner for Debt, Chester, eAdj June 14, Hyde, 
July 4at 13, E,& T. Drinkwater, Hyde. 

Harrison, Michael Forest, Prisoner for Debt, Durham. Adj June 13. 
Hartlepool, July 4at Ll. 

Harden, Jas, Rowledge, Farnham, Surrey, Blacksmith, Pet June 16. 
Farnham, July 5 at 12. White. Guildford. 

Higgin, Abraham, & Jas Hargreaves, Narrowgates Mill, Burnley 

mcaster, Cotton Spinners. Pet June 18. Manch, July 2 at 12, 

Backhouse & Whittam, Burnley. 


Pet June 15, 
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Henderson, Geo, Cheltenham, Commercial Traveller. Pet June 20. 
Bristol, July 4 at 1!. Henderson, Bristol. 

Jackson, Geo, Guildford, Surrey, Journeyman Printer.. Pet June 16. 
Guildford, July 7 at 2. White, Guildford. 

King. Thos, Leicester, Shopkeeper. Adj June Jl. Leicester, July 5 
at 10. Weston, Leicester. 

Lawrance, Robt, Llandore, Swansea, Glamorgan, Beerhouse Keeper. 
PetJune 6. Swansea, July 4at3. Morris, Swansea. 

Lockett, Edmd Thos, Congleton, Chester, Grocer. Adj June 14. 
Congleton, June 30 at 3. 

Lucas, Jas, Rugby, Warwick, Baker. Pet June l4. Rugby, July 3 at 
it. Overell, Leamington, 

Mediand, Geo, Plymouth, Chair Maker. Pet June 15, East Stone- 
house, July 4at 't. Robins, Plymouth, 

Nobbs, Jas, Norwich, out of business. Pet June 15. Norwich, July 
2at li. Chittock, Norwich. 

Owens, John, Rhyl, Flint, out of business. Pet June 18. Lpool, July 
Batil. Cartwright, Chester. 

Peters, Cornelius, Llandwrog, Carnarvon, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
June 18. Carnarvon, July 7 at 10. Jones, Conway. 

Pinney, Fredk, Northampton, out of business. Pet June 20, Northamp- 
ton, July 7 at10. White, Northampton. 

Prout. Benj, Manch, Tea Dealer. Pet June 20. Manch, July 3 at 11, 
Hulton & Co, Salford. , 

Richardson, Helen, Prisoner for Debt, Taunton, Adj June 13, Exeter, 
July 3 at 11.30. 

Royle, Thos, Manch, Joiner. Pet June 20. Manch, July 10 at 9.30, 
Atkinson, Manch, 

Rutherford, Wm Saml Jones, Prisoner forDebt, Walton. Adj June 12, 
Lpool, July 3 at 3. 

Sanderson, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj June 14. Lpool, 
July 3 at 3, 

Sayers: Wm Danl, Eastbourne, Coal Dealer. Pet June 15, Lewes, 
July 5at 0. Carr, Eastbourne. 

Short, Jas, Watchet, Somerset, Master Mariner. Pet June 18, 
Williton, July 4. at ll. Trevor, Nether Stowey, 

Shufflebottom, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj June 14. 
Lancaster, July 7 at 9.30. 

Smith, Jas, Birm, Milkman. Pet June 21. Birm, July 9 at 12. Parry, 
Birm. 

Sykes, David, Castleford, York, Bricklayer. Pet June 19. 
fract, July 6 at 11. Harle, Leeds. 

Taylor, Geo, ! pool, Greengrocer. Pet Jane 20. Lpool, July 5 at 11. 
Duke & Goffey. Lpool. 

Taylor, Edmd Dickinson, Cannock, Stafford, Manager. 
20. Birm, July 4at 12, Saunders, Birm. 
Thompson, John Carlen, South Shields, Durham, ont of business, 
Pet June 19. South Shields, July 4.at 12, Mabaur, South Shields. 
Thorpe, John, Nottingham, Builder, Pet June 19. Nottingham, 
July 10at il. Maples, Nottingham. 

Tong, Wm, Barrow-upon-Humber, Lincoln, out of business. Pet 
June 18. Barton-on-Humber, July 3 atll. Mason, Barton. 

Tucker, Joseph, Whitby, York, Tinner. Adj June !6, Leeds, July 
Sati. : 

Tyrer, Thos, jun, Chorlton-on-Medlock, Manch, Lathe Maker. Pet 
June 19. Manch, July 10 at 9.30. Andrew, Manch 

Underwood, Joseph, Wellingborough. Northampton, Boot Blocker, 
Pet June 19. Wellingborough, July 4 at 11. Cook, Welling- 
bororgh. 

Ward, Vhas Richd, Chichester, Dealer in Boots. Pet June 18. Chiches- 
ter, July 4at 11. Lamb, Brighton, 

Wareham, Wm, Blandford Forum, Dorset, Grocer. 
Blandford, July 7 at 3. Atkinson, Blandford Forum, 

Whittaker, Hy, Old Accrington, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer. 
Pet June 13. Manch, July 3 at 12. Smith & Boyer, Manch. 

Williams, John Pownall, Handsworth, Stafford, Comm Agent. Pet 
June 19. Birm, July 4at 12. Parry, Birm, 

Woolf, Levi, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj June 14, Manch, 
July 3 at il. 

Wright, Jas, & Wm Richardson, Leeds, Cloth Merchants. Adj June 
16. Leeds, July 2 at Ul. 

Wright, Thos Whyley, Prisoner for Debt, Nottingham, Adj June 19. 
Nottingham, July 10 at 1). 

Tvespay, June 26, 1866, 
To Surrender in London. 

Barnard, Thos Wm, Canning-town, Essex, House Decorator, 
Jnre 2k, JInly tt atl. Newman, bucklersbury. 

Bilbe, Thos, Beresford-st, Walworth, Baker. Pet June 21. July 7 at 
Il, Chalk, Moorgate-st. 

a, David, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj June 18. July 11 
at 12, 

Brading, Robt, Briddlesford, Isle of Wight, Farmer. Pet June 21. 
Jaly 10 at 11. Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Bransby, David, & Russell Bransby, Old Kent-rd, Upholsterers. Pet 
June 21, July 7at 12. Webster, Basinghall st. 

Brooker, Hy, Southampton-st, Camberwell, Pork Butcher. 
20. July 10 at 12. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Brooks, Fredk, Essex-rd, Islington, Corn Dealer. Pet June 2l. July 
10at!l. De Medina, Primrose-st, Bishopsgate-st. 

Cavill, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet June 22. July 11 at 1. 
Linklaters & Co, Walbrook, 

Chambers, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Norwich. Adj June 16. July 6 


Ponte- 


Pet June 


Tet June 19, 


Pet 


Pet June 


at Li. 
—_ John, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj June 18. July 10 
at L: 


Clarke, Thos, Southampton-st, Fitzroy-sq, House Painter. Pet June 
20. July 6 at3. Depree & Austin, Lawrence-lane. 

Dale, Geo Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Springfield, AdjJune2l. July 7 at 
lt, Aldridge. 

Earl, Jas Loveday Wanfor, Pentonville-rd, Hair Dresser. Pet June 21. 

_duly 10 at ll, Jenkins, Westminster-chambers. 

Francis, Fras Gittens, Burton-crescent, Uomm Agent. Pet June 
2l. July 10 at 12, Hope, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

French, Hy, Little Canford, Dorset, Dairyman. Pet June2l. July 10 
atll. Peacock, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Gallard, Fredk Jas, Southborougl-ter, Carlton-rd West, Builder. Pet 
June 21, July 10ati2, Fenton, Cambridge-heath. 





George, John, Caves-ter, New-rd, Hammersmith, Artist. Pet June 
22, July 7 at 12. Towne, Gt Russell-st. 


-Goldrick, Jas, strand, Solicitor. Pet June 21. July ll at 12. Olive 


Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Green, John, Hampton-st, Walworth-common, out of business. Pet 
June 21. July ll ati2. Harcourt, King’s Arms-yd. 

Hall, John Parsons, Prisoner for Debt, London. June 2! (for pau). 
July 7at12. Dobie, Guildhall-chambers. 

Harrington, Chas Jas, Howard’s-pl, Kensington-pk-rd North, Notting - 
hill, Dairyman, Pet June 22. July jl atl. Hall, Coleman-st. 

Hargreaves, Abraham, Albert-villas, Clifton-rd, South Norwood 
Builder. Pet June2l. July 7ati2. Gover, King William-st, City 

Hattwell, Jas, Bletchington, Oxford, Farmer. Pet June 23. July 11 
atl. Munday, Basinghall-st. 

Hockings, John Lewis, Caled rd, Islington, Cheesemonger . 
Pet June 23. July Ilat 12. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Hughes, Richd, Hermes-st, Pentonville, Cabinet Maker. Pet June 21, 
July 7 at ll. Willis, New-inn, Strand. 

James, Danl, & Richd Whitmore, Chatham, Kent, Rope Makers. Pet 
June 23. July 10at1. Doyle, Verulam-buildings, Gray’s-inn. 

Parker, Algernon John, King-st, Snow-hill, Stationer, Pet June 21. 
July 11 at 12, Silvester, Gt Dover-st, Newington. 

Smith, Joseph, Upper York-st, Bryanstone-sq, Cowkeeper. Pet June 
22, July 10atl. Dalton, George-yd, Lombard-st. 

Spitzer, Thos Moritz, Coleman-st, Merchant, Pet June 12. July 10 
ati. Wontners, Bucklersbury. 

Stead, Thos Wm, Plumstead, Kent, out of business, Pet June 16, 
July 4at 12. Marshall, Lincoln’s.inn-fields. , 

Stimson, Joseph. Kirby-st. Hatton-garden, Miller. Pet June 21. 
July ll at 11. Rhodes, Church-ct, Clement’s-lane. 

Wilkes, Edwa, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj June 18. Maidstone 
July 11 at 12. , 

Wylde, Hy, Chichester-pl, Harrow-rd, Hotel Keeper. Pet June 20, 
July 6 at 3. George, Poultry. 

Yeomans, A'fred, Wellington-st. Old Ford-rd,Comm Traveller. Pet 
June 22, July 10 atl. Steadman, Coleman-st. 





To Surrender in the Country. 

Alexander, Hugh, Crewe, Chester, Tea Dealer. Pet June 22. 
wich, July 9 at 11. Cooke, Crewe. 

Ashman, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Cardiff. Adj June 18. Bridgend, 
July 9 at 12. 

Astley, Chas Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj June 14, 
Lpool, July 6 at Il. 

Bentham, Hy Apthorne, Prisoner for Debt, Durham, Adj June 13. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, July 11 at 12. Hoyle, Newcastle-upon- 


Nant- 


‘'yne. 

Billing, Wm Hy, Bodmin, Cornwall, Accountant. PetJune 19. Bod- 
min, July 7 at 10. Wallis, Bodmin. 

Blackburn, Joshua, Huddersfield, York, Cotton Doubler. 
15. Huddersfield, July 5 at 10. Sykes, Huddersfield. 

Blissett, Chas, Bedwardine, Worcester, Cabinet Maker. Pet June 22. 
Worcester, July 10 at lt. Wilson, Worcester. 

Cartwright. John, Burslem, Stafford, Beerseller, Pet June 23. Birm, 
July 9at 12. James & Griffin, Birm, 

Clarke, Phineas Giles, Linton, Derby, out of business. Pet June 19. 
Walsall, July 10 at 3. Powell & Son, Birm. 

Clay, Wm, Scarborough, York, Furniture Broker. Pet June 21. Leeds, 
July }2at tl. Mason, York. 

Codd, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Lincoln. Adj June 9. Newark-upon- 
Trent, July 13 at 10. 

Coleman, Wm, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Manufacturer. Pet June 
20. Luton, July 5 at 10. Scargill, Luton. 

Coles, Chas, Westorzoyland, Somerset, Licensed Victualler. Pet June 
23. Bridgwater, July 1! at 10. Reed & Cook, Bridgwater. 

Crank, Wm, Seaforth, Lancaster, Corn Broker. Pet June 23. Lpool, 
July 10 at t!. Barker, Lpool. 

Ejlison, Jas Chas, Bradford, York, out of business. Pet June 23, 
Leeds, July 12 at tt. Cross, Bradford, 

French, Hy, jun, Hampreston, Dorset, Draper. Pet June 20. Wim- 
borne Minster, July 6 at ll. Tanner, Wimborne Minster. 

Fletcher, Saml, Failsworth, Lancaster, Spinner. PetJunez2. Oldham, 
July 12 at 12. Mellor, Oldham. 

Griffiths, Griffith Owen, Bangor, Carnarvon, Tea Dealer. Pet June 21. 

Pet June 23, 


Tet June 


Bangor, July 9at 10. Edwards, Bangor. 

Hatton, Wm Hedges, Chesterfield, Derby, Printer. 
Leeds, July 7 at 12. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Harinan, Thos, Llandudno, Carnarvon, News Agent. Pet June 20. 
Conway, July 9at 12. Farrant, Llandudno. 

Hawkins, Jobn, & John Gosling, Mauch, Comm Agents, Pes June 
15. Maneh, July 4at12. Sale & Co, Manch. 

Hearn, John, Reigate, Surrey, Saddier. Pet June 22. 
6at2. Silvester, Gt Dover-st, Southwark. 

Howard, Thos, Hyde, Chester, Cotton Spinner. Tet June 20. Manch, 
July 9 atl. Leigh, Manch. 

Hulme, Wm, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet June 22. Oldham, July 12 at 
12, Mellor, Oldham. 

Jones, John, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj June !4. Lpool, July 
6 at il, 

Jones, Tychicus Glynne, Halkin Mountain, Flint, Draper. Pet June 
20, Lpool, July 9 at 12. Davies, Holywell. 

Keyes, John, Hulme, L ter, out of busi Pet June 20. Sal- 
ford, July 7 at 9.20. Mann, Manch. 

Kitching, Wm, West Hartlepool, Durham, Printer. Pet June 20. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, July 13 at 12, Turnbull & Bell, West Hartle- 


Reigate, July 





ool. 
Milligan, Walter, jun, Bradford, York, Stuff Vanufacturer, Pet June 
13. Leeds, July 9at 11. Stocks & Francklin, Halifax. 
Mosely, Chas, Luton, Bedford, straw Hat Manufacturer. Pet June 20, 
Luton, July 5 at 10. Scargill, Luton. 
Newmark, Sam, Prisoner tor Debt, Maidstone. Adj. Gravesend, 
aly 9at ll. 
Nobbs, Chas, Shanklin, Isle of Wight, Painter. Pet June 21. 
port, July 9at1l. Bousfield, Ventnor. 
Olsen, OR Theodor, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Ship Chandler. Pet June 
19. Gt Grimsby, July Gat tl. Wintringham, Grimsby. 
Robertson, Geo, Lpool, Gastitter. Pet June 22. Lpool, July 10 at 3. 
Browne, Lpvol. 


New- 
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my Eustace, Prisoner for Debt, Aylesbury. Adj. High Wycombe, 

July !l at ll, 

Rus ell, F. H., Birm, Wine Merehant. Pet June 12. Birm, July 9 at 
12. Sackling, Birm. 

Schofield, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj June 14. Lan- 
caster, July 10 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch. 

Sorensen, Nils Andreas, Hartlepool, Durham, Ship Broker. Pet June 
19. Hartlepool, July 7 at ll. Bell, West Hartlepool. 

Stronach, John, Selby, York, Salt Merchant. Adj June 16. York, 
July 7 at ll. Mason, York. 

Ticehurst, Herbert, Eastbourne, Sussex, Carpenter. Pet June 22. 
Lewes. July 12 at 10. Carr, Eastbourne, 

Tilley, Edwin Parsley, Clevedon, Somerset, Builder. Pet June 22. 
Bristol, July 6 at 11. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Unsworth, John Rawsthorne, Manch, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
June 21. Manch, July 10 at 9.30. Law. Manch. 

White, Richa D., Chudleigh, Devon, Miller. Pet June 15. Exeter, 
July 13.at 12. Michelmore & Wollin, Newton Abbot. ) 

Wood, Godfrey, jun, Manch, Confectioner. Pet June 21. Manch, 
July 6 at 12, Higson & Co, Manch. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Farpay, June 22, 1866. 

Bouck, Geo Edwd, Leamington, Warwick, no business. June ll. 

Tennant, David Smith, Walmer-rd, Notting-hil), Contractor. June 16. 

Webster, John Egerton, Norwich, Gent. June 18, 

TvuEspay, June 26, 1866. 

Buxton, Saml, Old Kent-rd, Coach Builder. June 19. 

Pearson, John, Woodside, Dudley. Worcester, Innkeeper. June 12. 

Simpson, Wm, Everton, Lpool, Journeyman Draper. June 8. 





RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Revyersions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
form :— 

PxurosaL For LOAN ON MORTGAGES. 

Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term cerwtn, ar by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land yr build- 
ings, stute the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 
Kk ENTS COMMENTARY ON INTERNA- 
TIONAL LAW, Revised with Notes and Cases brought down to 
the present time. Edited by J. T. ABDY, L.L.D., barrister-at-Law, 
Regius Professor of Laws in the University of Cambridge, and Law 
Lecturer at Gresham College. 1 Vol. 8vo, price 16s. 
Pa: a Deicuton, Bett, & Co. London: Stevens & Sons, 
ell-yard. 


T°? SOLICITORS.—OFFICE FOR PATENTS, 
1, SERLE-STREET, LINCOLN’S-INN, W.C. 
Messrs. Davies & Hunt procure british and Foreign Patents, &c., at 
most moderate charges, and to solicit»rs at agency rates. 
Solicitors and intending Patentees should obtain their “ Handbook 
for Inventors,”’ gratis on application or by letter. 


YLACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
kK ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread. King's. 














 - £3. 4 ah}. em 

Tabie Forks,perdoz...... 110 Oand! 18 0 2 8 0 . Oo: 
Dessert ditto .....see00.. | 0 Oandl 10 0 115 @ 22 6 
Table Spoons .... - 110 Oandl 18 0 tt ae 30 0 
Dessert ditto .. - 1 0 Oand! 10 0 115 0 22 0 
Tea Spoons ...-.eceseee2. 012 OandO 18 0 1 3 6 110 6 
Every Article for the Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon for 


warded on receir* of 20 stamps. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON. 


“London Gazette” (published by authority) and London and Country 
Advertisément Office, No, 119, Chancery-lane, Fleet street. 


SLACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, &s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Paent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setof six. Table Knives and 
Forks, &s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s. fd. setof three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s «he set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s.6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been ccievrated for 50 years, 
lvory Table Knives, 14s., 168., and 18s. per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and Forks,8s, 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s, and 10s. All war 
ranted, 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
ehasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free, Every article marked 1n plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
selebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 


RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, £36, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 











OANS, Discounts, Investments—The BRITISH 
MUTUAL INVESTMENT, LOAN, and DISCOUNT COMPANY 
(Limited) is prepared to make ADVANCES in sums not exceeding 
£1,000, upon approved security, real or personal, repayable by easy in- 
stal ts. Bills di d for persons properly introduced. Money 

received on deposit, and 5 per cent. interest allowed thereon, 

JUSEPH K. JACKSON, Sec. 
17 and 18, New Bridge-street, Blackfriars. January, 1866, 


‘HE LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPANY 

(incorporated by Special Act of Parliament in 1853), Right Ton. 
Lord Naas, M.P.,Chairman.—To Landowners, the Clergy, Estate Agents, 
Surveyors, &c.,in England and Wales, and in Scotland. The Company 
advances money, unlimited in amount, for the following works of agricul- 
turalimprovement, the whole outlay and expense in all cases being liqui- 
dated by a rent-charge for 25 years :— 

1. Drainage, irrigation and warping, embanking, enclosing, clearing 
reclamation, planting for any beneficial purpose, engines or machinery for 
drainage or irrigation. 

2. Farm roads, tramways, and railroads for agricultural or farming 
purposes, 

3. Jetties or landing places on the east coast, or on the banks of navi- 
gable rivers or lakes. 

4. The erection of farm houses, labourers’ cottages, and other buildings 
required for farm purposes, and the improvement of and additions to 
farm houses and other buildings for farm purposes. 

Landowners assessed under the provisions of any Act of Parliament, 
Royal Charter, or Commission, in respect of any public or general works 
of drainage or other improvements, may borrow their proportionate share 
of the costs, and charge thesame with the expenses of the landsimproved, 

The Company will also negotiate the rent-charges obtained by Land- 
owners under the Improvement of Land Act, 184, in respect of their 
subscription of shares in a railway or canal eompany. 

No investigation of title is required, and the Company. being of a strictly 
financial character, do not interfere with the plans and execution of the 
works, which are controlled only by the Government Enclosure Commis- 
signers. 

Apply to FRANCIS B. MAULE, Esq., Secretary, 3, Parliament-street, 
Londen, S.W. 


ROOKS & SCHALLER (removed from Piccadilly). 
—The INDEX, printed MONTHLY (first published in Isz0), of 
ESTATES, Country and Town Houses, Manors, Hunting Quarters, Shoot- 
ings and Fishings, Farms, &c., to be LET or SOLD, can be had (free) at 
their Offices, 25, Charles-stret, St. James’s, S.W., cvposite the Junior 
United Service Club. Particulars inserted without charge, but for next 
publication must be forwarded before the 28th of each month. 


ee AND HOUSES, Country and Town 

Residences, Landed Estates, Investments, Hunting Seats, Fishing 
and Shooting Quarters, Manors, &c.— Mr. JAMES BEAL’S REGISVER of 
the above, published on the ist of each month, torwarded per post, or 
may be had on application at the Office, 209, Piccadilly, W.—Particulars 
for < “lcm should be forwarded not later than the 28th of each 
month. 

















LAW PRINTING. 
nist es AND ALEXANDER, 
Law AND Pustic Companies Painrers, 

7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 
Invite the attention of the Legal Profession to the superior advantages 
their Office affords for the execution of every description of Princing, 
They invite orders for— 


PARLIAMENTARY BILLS, APPEALS, BILLS OF COMPLAINT, ANSWERS 
And all Legal Documents, 
MEMORANDUMS AND ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION. 
PROSPECTUSES, and all work in connection with Public Companies, 
Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Aucti 8’ Catalogues, Posters, &c, 


BILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS, 


FOR CASH, 


PER 4g. 6d, PAGE, 

A Lower Charge than has hitherto been offered by the Trade. 
PRICE iF put To Account, 

10 Copies. 20 Copies, 50 Copies. 50 Copies. 

8 pages.........£2 28. 0s. £2 3s. 6d, £2 4s. 6d. £2 6s, 6d 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7.8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane. B.C, 


£10 REWAKD—Malicious.—An evil disposed 

Party has beeu trying by lies and false representation 
to make the public believe that Clancy & Oo., of the * Mincing Wine 
and Distillery Company,” mix their Wines. Such is not only untrue, 
but, on the contrary, their Wines are of the Purest, and hence the 
immensely increasing demand in Town and Country. The above 
Reward will be paid to any one finding the least adulteration. 
Those who want Choice Wines will do well to try the same. ‘Terms, 
Net Cash. Corner of Garrick-street, 70, St, Martin’s-lane, Trafalgar- 
square, W. Export Office, 9, Mineing-lane, City. 


A SOVEREIGN REMEDY iorebAD 'TEA—A 
leaded package, containing five pounds of the most delicious 
BLACK TEA the world produces (and which will please everybody), sent 
carriage free to any railway station or market town in England, on re- 
ceipt of post-office order or cheque for 20s., by PHILLIPS & Co., Tea 
Merchants, 8, King William-street, City, London, B.C. 
PHILLIPS & Co. have no agents, and no connection with any house in 
Worcester or Swansea. 
A General Price List sent Post Free. 
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EBENTURES at 5, 53, and 6 per Cent. 
CEYLON COMPANY LIMITED. 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL £750,000. 
DJRECTORS. 
Chairman—LAWFORD ACLAND, Esq. 
Henry Pelham | Duncan James Kay, Esq. 
Stephen P. Kennard, Esq. 
Patrick ¥, Robertson, Esq., M.P. 
Robert smith, Esq. 
MANAGER. 
C. J. BRAINE, Esq. 

The Directors are prepared to ISSUE DEBENTURES on the following 
terms, viz., for | year at 5 per Cent., for 3 years at 53 per Cent., and for 
5 years and upwards at 6 per Cent. per annum. 

Applications for particulars to be made at the Office of the Company, 
No. 7, East India-avenue, Leadenhall-street, London, E.C, 

By Order, R, A. CAMERON, Secretary. 


AW FIRE INSURANCE SOCIETY. 
Offices: CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 
SuBSCRIBED CaPiTAL, £5,000,000. 
TRUSTEES. 

The Right Honourable Lord Chelmsford. 

The Right Honourable Lord Truro. 

The Right Honourable the Lord Chief Baron, 

The Right Honourable the Lord Justice Sir J. L. Knight Bruce. 

The Right Honourable the Lord Justice Sir G. J. Turner. 

The Right Honourable John Robert Mowbray, M.P. 

William Brougham, Esq. 

Insurances expiring at Midsummer should be renewed within 15 days 
thereafter, at the Offices of the Society, or with any of its agents through- 
out the country. The fu'l and immediate benefit of the reduction of duty 
to Is. 6d. per cent. will be given to the insured. 

The Society holds itself responsible, under its Fire Policy, for any 
damage done by explosion of gas. 

EDWARD BLAKE BEAL, Secretary. 


:Ae UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. 


Chief Offices—126, Cuancery Lane, W.C. 
Capital—-ONE MILLION STERLING, fully subscribed by upwards of 
500 of the leading Members of the Legal Profession. 
The Fire and Life Departments are under one management, but with 
separate Funes and Accounts. 
Chairman—Sir WILLIAM FOSTER, Bart. 
Deputy-Chairman—Mr. Serjeant MANNING, Q.A.S. 
The only Law Office in the — Kingdom combining Fire and Life 
nsurance. 


FIRE DEPARTMENT. 

Subscribed Capital £750,000, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

Insurants will be allowed the tull benefit of the Reduction of Duty. 

Claims settled promptly and liberally. 

LIFE DEPARTMENT. 

Subscribed Capital £250,900, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

A Bonus every five years. Next Bonus in 1869, At the Division of 
Profits in 1844, the Reversionary Bonus amounted to from 15 to 50 per 
= ” annum on the Premiums paid, varying with the ages of the 
n:tred. 

Prospectuses, Forms of Proposal, Reports of the Company’s Progress, 
and every other information, will be forwarded, postaze tree, on applica- 
tion to any of the Local Directors or Agents of the Company, or to 

FRANK McGEDY, Secretary. 


ee 
VHE GUARDIAN FIRE AND LIFE ASSUR- 
ANCE COMPANY. 
EsTABLISHED 1821, 
No. 11, LOMBARD STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Reduction of Fire Insurance Duty. 
Susscripep CapiTaL Two MILLIoNns. 
Total Invested Funds upwards of £2,750,000. 

Total Income upwards of £320,000. 

Notice is hereby given that FIRE POLICIES, which expire at Mid- 
summer, must be renewed within Fifteen Days at this Office, or with the 
Company’s Agents, throughout the Kingdom, otherwise they become void. 
All Insurances now have the benefit of the Reduced Duty of ls 6d. per 
Cent. For Prospectusand other information apply to the Company's 
Agents, or to T. TALLEMACH, Secretary. 

v Png 
tage COMPANIES ACT, 1862.—Every requisite 
under the above Act supplied on the shortest notice. The 
BOOKS AND FORMS kept ‘in stock for immediate use. ARTICLES 
OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed in the proper form for registra- 
tion avd distribution, SHARK CERTIFICATES engraved and printed. 
OFFICIAL SEALS designed and ted. No charge for sketches. 
ASH & FLINT, 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, &c., 49, Fleet-street, London, E.C. 

(corner of Serjeants’-inn). 


Major-General 


Burn. 
Harry George Gordon, Esq. 
George Ireland, Esq. 














AY ERSEY DOCK ESTATE.—LOANS OF 
| MONEY. The Mersey Docks and Harbour Board hereby give 
NOTICE that they are willing to receive LOANS OF MONEY on the 
security of their Bonds, at the rate of Four Pounds Fifteen Shillings per 
centum per annum interest, for periods of Three, Five, or Seven Years, 
Intere warrants for the whole term, payable hait-yearly at the Bankers 
of the l’oard in Liverpool, or in London, will be issued with each bond, 
Communications to be addressed to George J. Jefferson, Esq., Treasurer. 
Dock-oftice, Liverpool. 

By order of the Board, JOHN HARRISON, Secretary. 

Dock-office, Liverpool, April 17, 1866, 


MERSEX DOCKS AND HARBOUR BUARD. 
NOTICE TO BONDHOLDERS, 


The Mersey Docks and Harbour Board hereby give notice, that the 
INTEREST WARRANTS of their BONDS will in future be PAID in 
London by Messrs. Barcuay, Bevan, & Co., Bankers, No. 54, Lombard- 
street; and in Liverpoo! by Messrs. ARTaus Herwoop, Sons, & Co., as 
heretofore. By Order, JOHN HARRISON, Secretary. 
Dock Office, Liverpool, June 25th, 1866, 


ETROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY COM- 
PANY—NOTICE IS REREBY GIVEN, that the Transfer 
Books will be closed from the 25th to the 30th day of June, preparatory 
to the payment of the Half-year’s Interest due by the Contractors on th 
Ist of July next. 
PROVISIONAL SCRIP CERTIFICATES 
FULLY PAID Up £100 BEARING 6 PER CENT, PER ANNUM, 


AND 
ORDINARY £10 PAID BEARING 5 PER CENT. PER ANNUM, 
must be forwarded to the Registrar at the offices of the Company, in 
order that the Dividend Warrants may be duly prepared. 
GEORGE HOPWOOD, Registrar. 
6, Westminster-chambers, Victoria-street, S. W. 


METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY COM- 
A 


P. 4 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, that the holders of Scrip Certificates 
are required to bring in their Scrip, and pay a farther sum of Ten 
per Ceut. upon each certificate of £100 to the Company’s Bankers, 

Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., 

Messrs. ROBARTS, LUBBOCK, & Co., 

Messrs. HERRIES, FARQUHAR, & Co., 
on or before the twenty-first day of July, 1866, in order that such 
Scrip may be registered in Shares of the Company, pursuant to the 
Company’s Special Act and the Prospectus under which such Scrip 
Certificates were issued. 

AND NOTICE Is FURTHER GIVEN, that if default shall be made 
in bringing in such Certificates and payment of the further Ten per 
Cent. for 14 days beyond the day so appointed, such Scrip Certificates 
and the amount already paid thereon will be forfeited. 

Dated this twenty-eighth day of June, 1866. 

GEO. HOPWOOD, 


(By Order) 
Secretary. 











6, Westminster-chambers, Victoria-streat, S.W. 


IDLAND RAILWAY.—TOURIST TICKETS 

at Cheap Fares, available for One Calendar Month, are IssveD 

at the Midland Booking Office, King’s Cross, and other principal Stations; 

also in London, at Cook’s Excursion and Tourist Office, 98, Fleet-street, 
corner of Bride-lane —to 

SCOTLAND --Edinburgh, Glasgow, Stirling, Perth, Dundee, Montrose, 
Aberdeen, Inverness, &c. 

IRELAND —Belfast, Portrush, for Giant’s Causeway. 

LAKE DISTRICT—Windermere, Furness Abbey, Ulverstone, Grange, 
Coniston, Penrith, Keswick, Morecambe, &c. 

SEA-SIDE and BATHING-PLACES—Scarborough, Whitby, Filey, 
Bridlington, Redcar, Saltburn, Seaton, Tynemouth, Withernsea, Hornsea, 
Harrogate, Matiock, Buxton, &c., &c, 

Programme and Full Particulars may be obtained at all the Company’s 
Stations and Receiving Offices. 

Inquire at King’s Cross for Tickets via Midland Railway. 

JAMES ALLPORT, General Manager. 

Derby, 1866. 








Just published, in royal 8vo., 388 pages, price 7s. 6d. 


r | Se PATENTEE’S MANUAL: a Treatise on the 

Law and Practice of Letters Patent, especially intended for the use 
of Patentees and Inventors. By JAMES JOHNSON, of the Middle 
Temple, Barrister-at-Law: and JOHN HENRY JOHNSON, Assoc. Inst. 
C.E. Solicitor, and Patent Agent, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, and Glasgow. 
Third edition, revised and enlarged. Although the statutes and judicial 
decisions are expounded in plain and popular language, this work contains 
a concise but ample and strictly accurate enunciation of the law, with an 
examination of the decided cases to the latest date. The practical ac- 
quaintance with the subject possessed by the authors, has ensured a 
treatment of it from a practical peint of view. A summary of the most 
modern decisions on the new practice in the Court of Chancery as to the 
proceedings for injunctions and damages is given. 

London: Lonemans, Gagen, Reaper, & Dre, 








BY ROYAL COMMAND. 
METALLIC PEN MAKEK TO THE QUEEN, ; 
OSEPH GILLOTT respectfully directs the atten- 
@F tion of the Commercial Public, and of all who use Steel Pens, to 
the incomparable excellence of his productions, which for Quality of 
ee Easy Action, and Great Durability, will ensure universal pre- 
ce, 
They can be obtained, retail, of every dealer in the world; wholesale, 
at the Works, Gruham-street, Birmingham ; 91, Joln-street, New York ; 
acd at 37, Gracechurch-street, London, 








H OOPER & SON, 45, Fleet-street.—Law Stationers, 
¥ Wholesale Stationers, Parchment Dealers, rs, 
Engravers, Printers, Envelope Manufacturers, Account-Book Manu- 
facturers.—Hoorser & Son, Law Stationers, &c., 45, Fleet-street. 
OOPER & SON, 45, Fleet-street—Stamp Deeds 
free of charge, the Parcliment having been supplied by thém— 
Negotiate Partnerships—Introduce Clerks—Atzend to every description 
of Agency Business which does not require professional aid.—HOOPER & 
SON, 45, Fleet-street, 
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THE LONDON JOINT STOCK BANK, 


CHANCERY LANE BRANCH—124, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


THE DIRECTORS HEREBY GIVE NOTICE, that this Branch of the Bank IS NOW OPEN for business, ’ 
ist May, 1866. F. K. Hewitt, Manager. 











THE LONDON JOINT STOCK BANK. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1836. 


HEAD OFFICE--5, PRINCES STREET, MANSION HOUSE. WESTERN BRANCH—69, PALL MALL, 
a LANE ncecrecnntediiaae wenmiengl LANE. 


‘DIRECTORS. 


Wi.utAm Brrp, Esq. ALD. Sir J. Duke, BART. Donatp LARNACH, Esq. GrorcE PoLuARD, Esq. 

Wiiuram Biount, Esq. Putte Wa. Fiower, Esq. | Henry Lez, Esq. Frepk. RoDEWALD, Esq, 

F. Borxett, Esq. Fran. B. Gotpney, Esq. Joun G. Maciean, Esq, Rosert Ryrig, Esq. 

Gro. THos. BROoKING, Esq. | Cuas. James Heatu, Esq. | Gro. Garpen Nico, Esq. | Grorce Tayuer, Esq, 
FREDK. J. JOURDAIN, Esq. JoHun T. OxtEy, Esa. 





Heap Orrice Saeed 5, Princes Street, Mansion House - J. W. Nutrer, General Manager. 
Country DeparTMENT 5, Princes Street, Mansion means ~ W. F. Narraway, Manager. 
Western Branca - 69, Pall Mail - - R. G. Banctay, Manager, 
Caanceny Lane BRANCH 124, Chancery Lane - F. K. Hewirr, Manager. 
Sicnetany—ALFRED SCRIVENER. 





The Capital of the Bank is £3,600,000, in 72,000 Shares of £50 each. The sum of £15 has been paid on each Share,_ 
and the present paid-up Capital of ‘the Bank is £1,080,000, 

The Guarantee Fund amounts to £315,262. 

Current Accounts are kept agreeably to the custom of London Bankers. 

Parties keeping Current Accounts with the Bank can transfer to a Deposit Account any portion of their Balance, upon | 
which Interest at the current rate of the day will be allowed. 

Sums of £10 and upwards are received on deposit at interest from parties not customers, either at 7 days’ notice or 
for fixed periods, as may be agreed upon. 

The Agency of Joint Stock Banks, Private Bankers, and Foreign Banks undertaken, 

Investments in, and Sales of all descriptions of British and Foreign Securities, Bullion, Specie, &c., effected, 

Circular Notes are issued free of charge for the use of Travellers, payable in the Principal Towns on the Continent of” 
Europe and in the chief Commercial Cities of the World. Letters of Credit are also granted ou the same places. They | 
may be obtained at the Head Office, in Princes-street, Mansion House, or at the Branches. 

Dividends on English and Foreign Funds, or Railway and other Shares and Debentures received without charge to; 
Customers. 

May, 1866. 
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'P\HE LAND MORTGAGE BANK OF IN DIA | YOUR-AND-A-HALF PER CENT. ON FIRST. © 
(CREDIT FONCIER INDIEN), Limited. CLASS LANDED SECURITY IN ENGLAND, UNDER ACT OF | 
Subscribed Capital, £2,000 000. Paid-up, £400,000. | PARLIAMENT. i 
Cuainman—H. Nelson, Esq. | To Trustees, Insurance Offices, Charitable Institutions, Solicitors ” 
ctuivenienmeens "gam Laurie, Esq. | Brokers, and the general Public. 
: | Mortgage Debentures, registered at the Government Office of Land | 
Major-General Balfour, C.B. W. Mackinnon, Esq. & . 
H. L. Bischoffsheim, Esq. Mons. Alphonse Louis Pinard. | . = a eer aek, beeen 2 W.C., oo ei en eyrane 4 ned 
J.C. Bowring, Esq. Jervoise Smith, Esq. | f ny : rp ripe pe é ee = 3 oon - pera: yates. 
=! > den = ra Hi. Worms, Ea. teasbienee > rst tn gua Se ee a eee 
ir J. P. Grant, K.C.B. | bs 
BANKERS. | The Mortgage Debentures are secured : 4 
The Union Bank of London. lst. By the deposit with the Registrar in terms of the Act, of an equal 
Messrs, Smith, Payne, & Smiths. | aggregate at least of Mortgages and rent charges upon real property, and: 
ManaGer—J. Wiggins, Esq. | of securities upon rates and assessments upon the owners and occupiers | 
° | of real property, within the powers of the Act of Parliament, 

Further issue of £500,000 of the Debentures of this Bank bearing £5 ona By the guarantee of the uncalled capital of £900,000, of the Land 
per Cent. interest at the price of £87 for every £100, redeemable at par, | Securities Company. Limited (‘The Lord Naas, M.P., President) of which 
within 30 years, by half-yearly drawings. £500,000 by the Act is absolutely appropriated as additional security to 

The issue of 1864 of aces vd these ee. mp been fully | the holders of the Mortgage Debentures. q 
subscribed for, the Bank has authorised a further issue of £500,000 of its 
Debentures, upon the terms above mentioned,.in bonds to bearer, or Pho ey Bey oe on ee ee must be made | 4 
registered proprietor, in sums of £20, £100, £500, ani £1,000 each. ae cor h e saves tT 1 vive 4 y ots ane 7 f .E “yea ae 

The Debentures of the Bank are secured by the whole of its invested W Ag a - th beter sy ‘eckaah mgt ow cn . rn ee es if 
funds, and by the additional guarantee of the uncalled capital, which at nie _ . t il 4 tee ied x Fe i‘ “3 . A scat a mpc pet: 
— £1.600,000, represented by a proprietary of about 1,500 Share- sas A Ppa lg ae et age erp es oan pot 

olders. The investment of the Bank’s funds is restricted, by the Registers of the Mortgages and other Securities, and of the Mortgage © 
articles of association, to real estate in India and Government Securities, | Debentures, are kept in the Office of Land Registry. 
and the issue of debentures can never exceed the sum so invested. The Registered Mortgage Debentures, of which no over issue is pose 

The above price of issue gives to the subscriber 5$ per cent. interest on sible, are endorsed by the Registrar as conclusive evidence that the 
the amount invested, and a cash bonus of £14 18s. 10d. per cent. on the | requirements of the Act of Parliament have been complied with, 
redemption of the bonds at par by the half-yearly drawings, which, averag- Trustees having a general power to invest Trust Monies in or upon the © 7 
ing the period of drawing, yields a return of 6} per cent. security of Shares, Stock Mortgages, Bonds or Debentures of Companies, © 

The Bank also issues Debentures at par for fixed periods of three, five, | incorporated by or acting under the authority of an Act of Parliament,’ 
seven, and ten years, bearing 54 per cent. interest. are authorised by the 40th section of the Act to invest in the Registered © 

The bonds are payable either to bearer—transfers passing from hand | Mortgage Debentures. i 
to hand without endorsement, and free of further stamp duty—or to Ap; ly to GRANVILL RICHARD RYDER, Esq., Managing Director, © 
persons duly registered in the debenture books of the Bank, ownership | Land Securities Company (Limited) ’ -Parliament-streot, London, S.W. 
changing only by transfer deed. Coupons for the half-yearly interest | ——--—— eEEEEEEEREEEEN 
are attached, payable either Ist January and Ist July, or Ist April and NEW NATIONAL Wonk oF "REFERENCE. 

Foo bee poe by which means eee have the option of drawing their wiry 
interest half-yearly or quarterly. ry “ » 

Applicgtions to be made at the offices of the Company, 17, Change- t py UNITES. L t ORPURATIONS DIREC 
alley, Lombard-street, E.C., where any further information may be f England Re \ eres 0 the. Conaties 69 f 4 pal ful infors 
obtained. —By order of the Board, J. WIGGING, Mazager, | % LDCIANG 800 Wares, COMPEIDE, BONE 8 Tee Oe wee 

mation, og —— and Addresses of County, babe and Pegaso ae 

“ee rities, an cers of Local Institutions; extensive and convenien 
Ty, SOLICITORS, &e., requiring DEED BOXES, arranged Statistics, systematized Details of Sanitary and other Works, 
will find the best-made articie lower than any other house. Lists | Important Historical Particulars, and Original Articles on Municipal 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free. | Laws, Public Health, and Chambers of Commerce. The most complete 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House | Compendium of Local {nformation yet published, Price 21s. 

lished nearly 50 years. Orcers above £2 sent carriage free, London; Lonemans, Greun, & Co, 1866, 
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